


Peon 
@+ees 


Poe ee ees 


The Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, DECEMBER 29, 1883. 





2 


Alii 





Sa 
=>. 








. 


ste 











see ewes es = 





#88 seeery 


CURRENT TOPICS. 








We vnperstanp it is anticipated that the new Chancery Funds 
Rules will be made to come into operation on the lst of March 
next. 
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Wer azz irorwep that the history of the eedings at 
the recent meeting of the judges with regard to the proposal for 
longer daily sittings of the courts was as follows:—The only 
suggestion which was actually laid before the judges by the 
lord Chief Justice was one for prolonging the hour of rising 
until half-past four; and this was negatived without a division. 
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We rruvt elsewhere a notice Which has been posted up this 
week in the offices of the Chancery Division with reference to the 
vacation work. It is not clear what is contemplated in this notice 
by the term “urgent,” as distin ed from “ ordi ” vaca- 
tion business. If it is intended that the strict rule of the last 
Long Vacation shall be relaxed, and that any business will be 
taken on the days specified in the notice, and that urgent cases will 
be taken in addition at other times, this change will afford great 
satisfaction to the profession. But we have our doubts as to 
whether this is the true interpretation of the notice. 
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We netieve that the present ¢ondition of the business in the 
Court of Appeal has been recently the subject of careful considera- 
tion and discussion by the Lord Chancellor and the ordinary judges 
of that court. Not only is the court likely to resume its sittings 
with an arrear of about 350 appeals, but it is certain that the 
number of the bankruptcy appeals will, under the new Bankruptey 
Act, be greatly increased. The new provisions will have to be 
judicially interpreted, and all appeals in bankruptcy cases from 
the county courts will come direct to the Court of Appeal. What 
is to be done to prevent the court from being overwhelmed with 
arrears ? An obvious remedy would be for two of the extraordinary 
judges of the court to constitute on certain days of the week a 
third division of the court for hearing interlocutory appeals. But, 
under section 12 of the Judicature Act, 1875, the number of 
divisions of the Court of Appeal which may sit at the same time is 
limited to two; so that, in order to enable this suggestion to be 
carried out, the authority of the Legislature will be necessary. 
Another remedy, which will probably sooner or later have to be 
adopted, consists in relieving the ordinary judges of the court 
from the obligation to go circuit. There are, however, difficulties 
in the way of the sittings of Appeal Court No. 1 during the 
absence on cireuit of the leaders and juniors of the common law 
bar, if the work of the court is to be confined to the hearing of 
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no imperative reason why this should be the case. 












_ Tue comMENCEMENT of the new year will inaugurate several 
important legislative changes. Foremost among them is, of course, 
the Bankruptcy Act, by which a new system of official supervision 
is substituted or the system which has failed through the supine- 
ness of creditors. A small army of officials has been appointed to 
work the measure ; but there are persons of no slight experience who 









anticipate that the result of the Act will be to render schemes of 
dividend- 





arrangement the general course, at alleventsin casesof 


tion with the new year, and W 
teen Acts on the same 

Designs, and Trade- 
Trade ; establishes a system of examination 
tions for patents, 80 as to give a patentee some guaran- 
tee that his payment of fees wi 
subsequent discovery of a fatal 


years’ protection to £4 ing the heavier payments until 
the invention may be taitiy bonsidered successful. And, lastly, 
the Agricultural 
operation on Tuesday next, although it cannot be 
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selves out of its provisions, 
in securing to tenants reasonable compensation for improvements 
effected by them. 
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even as regards the compensation clauses, in the sense of 
tely preventing landlords and tenants from contracting them- 
will, nevertheless, in many cases result 
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Tue notice issued by the Board of Trade, stating that no 
epee ory Me: new Patents ag _ be accep . dated 
rior to the 1st of January, appears ve given rise to some 
isquiet in the minds pry Ls iy From the various letters on 
the subject which have appeared in the daily papers, the fear of 
intending applicants seems to be that, if no application ¢ prior 
to the Ist of Jan is to be received, and the Act begins on that 
day, those of them who live beyond a single 2 ye from the Patent 
Office will have their applications med to 

fortunate inventors who live close at 1 
however, seem to be much substantial foundation for this alarm. 
In the first place, it is the rarest thing in the world for two 
persons to hit upon the same invention at the same time, and even 
if the result of the regulation laid down by the Board were as 
serious as has been supposed, it would hardly be possible for it to 
take effect in more than two or three cases. It is quite a mistak 
to suppose that there is a great accumulation of new inventions 
waiting for the Ist-of January; it would almost be more correct 
to say that there has been rather a rush to get in under 
the old Acts, for the purpose of idi 
as to compulsory licences. But are the 
one inventor being a post 
tion than another so serious as has been sup 
hardly to be so. By section 13 of the Act, every 
dated and sealed as cf the day of the application; th 
doubt, depending upon the date on which the application 
by the applicant—i.e., in the case supposed, the 
Again, the same section provides that, in case of tw 
for the same invention, a patent may be granted 
applicant, though one has already been ape to the 
cant, and a patent could not possibly be sealed for 
before sufficient time had elapsed for other applicati 
date to be received at the office. The diffi 
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slight delay may thus be occasioned ‘ 
can hardly be numerous ; the instances in which such 
cations will clash with others must be exceedingly rare 
there are any which do so clash, no very ill results seem 
happen. But, even if it were oth 
applications dated in 1883 could be received 
= . cheac tron i at 
e Act, whi section 113, 
but the patents granted upon 
paren Sietnap Aes 
ting to patents binding 
20 that the Board of ‘Trade 


=) 


T 
Es 


rae 








paying bankruptoies. The Patents Act, which comes 


to opera- 





done. 





162 | 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 





Dec. 29, 1883, 





— 





Tue prixcieLte which governs the practice of taking an order or 

judgment by consent in the Chancery Division was definitely laid 
down by Mr. Justice Prarson in the case of Harvey v .The Croydon 
Union Rural Sanitary Authority (ante, p. 156), but it may be 
doubted whether the principle laid down is satisfactory. The 
learned judge is reported to have said that, “if the facts had been 
stated to the court a judgment by consent would be binding ; but 
when the attention of the court had not been called to the facts, 
and the court had exercised no judgment, the consent could be 
withdrawn at any time before the order had been passed and 
entered.” In some cases a party has been allowed to withdraw 
a consent which had been given under a misapprehension of 
material facts; but in Holt v. Jesse (24 W. R. 879, L. R. 
3 Ch. D. 177), which was cited in argument in the recent 
case, a party fully understanding, and in possession of all 
material facts at the time he consented, was not allowed to change 
his mind and withdraw his consent, even before the order was 
drawn up. It may be asked what difference does it make whether 
the attention of the court has been called to the facts or not? 
When the parties have, in the presence of the court, and with full 
knowledge, and without fraud, deliberately agreed that the judg- 
ment shall be in accordance with the whole or any portion of the 
relief prayed, it is obviously inexpedient (provided the relief is 
such as the court has jurisdiction to give) that one of the consent- 
ing ies should be allowed to change his mind. To allow such 
a withdrawal is to open a door for sharp practice and the giving of 
consents for the purpose of obtaining delay. 





Ur To a companrativety recent date it was considered that in 
every case, whether of a legal or equitable mortgage, the practice 
of giving an infant a day six months after coming of age 
to show cause against a foreclosure decree had ceased. In 
Bennett v. Harfoot (19 W. R. 428) Vice-Chancellor Srvarr 
said, ‘It is no longer the practice to give a day to show cause,” 
and this dictum has for a long time received tacit assent. In 
Gray v. Bell (30 W. R. 606), however, Mr. Justice Fry gave 
an infant a day toshow cause. The mortgage in that case was a legal 
one, and it was held that the preponderance of the authorities was in 
favour of the old practice. On the 14th inst. Mr. Justice Kay, in a 

i judgment in the case of Meller v. Porter (reported else- 
where), gave an infant, who was an equitable mortgagor, the benefit 
of showing cause against the decree. It appears, therefore, that the 
old rule is now reinstated, and that-an infant mortgagor is in 
every case to have the option on coming of age to show cause 
against “a foreclosure decree. 





THE sHORTHAND whirERs are greatly excited about rule 59 
of the new Bankruptcy Rules, which provides that, ‘If the 
court shall in any case, and at any stage in the proceedings, be 
of opinion that it would be desirable that a person (other than a 

before whom the examination is taken) should be appointed 
to take down the evidence of the debtor, or of any witness examined 
at any public sitting or private meeting under the Act, in short- 
hand or otherwise, it shall be competent for the court to make such 
an appointment ; and every person so appointed shall be paid a sum 
not exceeding three shillings and sixpence per hour or part of an 
hour, and where the court appoints a shorthand writer a sum not 
exceeding fourpence per folio of seventy-two words for any 
transcript of the evidence that may be required.” The practice 
hitherto has been to pay a shorthand writer £1 1s. for attending 
and taking notes in a case, and eightpence per folio for his 
transcript. The proposed payment of fourpence per folio for 
transcript certainly seems to be inadequate, but we doubt whether 
the shorthand writers will gain much by the strike which is sug- 
gested by one of their number. There is, probably, too much 
competition for such a measure to succeed. 





THE rNrexEstiING coxrLict between the Scotch and English courts 
over the case of Orr Ewing v. Orr Ewing, to which we referred 
last week, has reached another stage, Mr. Justice Curry having, 
om the 21st inst., directed the truetees of the will to appeal from 
Lord Frasen’s judgment. The House of Lords will therefore soon 
be called upon to decide whether it will adhere to its former judg- 





HOW FAR CAN THE NEW AGRICUL 

TURAL HOLDINGS ACT BE EXCLUDED? 
II. 

We considered last week the question how far the whole of 


landlord and tenant, and we came to the conclusion that all th 
provisions, except those relating to compensation for unexhauste 
nr could be excluded by an agreement to that effegt 
an 


excluded by an agreement between landlord and tenant that 
tenant shall not execute any improvement on his farm without 


far lardlord and tenant are permitted to exclude or modify the 
compensation provided by the Act for each of the different classes 
of improvements specified in the first: schedule. 

As to the fourteen kinds of permanent improvements specified in 
the first part of the schedule, the tenant is left entirely in the 
hands of the landlord, for before the tenant can claim any com- 
pensation under the Act for any improvement of these kind 
effected by him, he will have to show that, before the execution of 
the improvement and after the passing of the Act, the landlord, or 
his agent duly authorized in that behalf, consented in writing to 
the making of such improvement; and section 3 provides that 
‘any such consent may be given by the landlord unconditionally, 
or upon such terms as to compensation, or otherwise, as may be 
agreed upon between the landlord and the tenant, and in the event 
of any agreement being made between the landlord and the tenant, 
any compensation payable thereunder shall be deemed to be sub- 
stituted for compensation under this Act.” The landlord is prac- 
tically free either to withhold his consent or to give it on any 
terms he thinks fit, subject to this limitation, that if he gives his 
consent the terms must provide some compensation to the tenant 
for the improvement. If this is done the landlord may impose any 
conditions he likes as to the gratuitous carriage by the tenant of 
materials or as to the tenant’s providing labour gratuitously for the 
execution of the improvement. The only points to be observed are 
—(1) that the terms must apparently be annexed to the written 
consent. The section, it will be observed, after making the land- 
lord’s ‘consent in writing” a condition precedent to the tenant's 
right to compensation, proceeds to provide that “ any such consent” 
—i.e., any consent in writing—may be given “ unconditionally, or 
upon such terms as to compensation”; and it would seem thatif 
the terms are not specified in the written consent it may be used as 
an unconditional consent in writing ; (2) the terms of the written 
consent should be expressed in the form of an agreement between 
landlord and tenant, and should be signed by both. It would seem 
that, although either the landlord “‘ or his agent duly authorized in 
that behalf” may consent in writing to the execution of the im- 
provement, only the landlord may agree with the tenant upon the 
terms of such consent. > 

It has apparently escaped observation that the effect of a land- 
lord’s giving a written consent to the erection of a building or 
fencing by the tenant on condition that only a small amount of com- 
pensation shall be payable for the improvement, will be exclude 
the operation of section 34 enabling the tenant to remove the build- 
ing or fencing upon the determination of the tenancy. Section 34 
provides that, ‘ Where after the commencement of this Act a tenant 
affixes to hisholdingany . . . fencingor : erects any 
building for which he is not under this Act or otherwise entitled 
to compensation,” be shall be entitled to the right of removal 
mentioned in that section. 

With respect to draining, the second head of improvement spe- 
cified in the first schedule, the Act expressly provides (section 4) 
that upon notice in writing being given by the tenant to the land- 
lord of his jntention to execute the improvement, “the landlord 
and tenant may agree on the terms as to compensation or otherwise 
on which the improvement is to be executed, and in the event of 
any such agreement being made, any compensation payable there- 
under shall be deemed to be substituted for compensation under 
this Act’; and also that ‘‘the landlord and tenant may, if they 
think fit, dispense with any notice under this section, and come to 
an agreement in a lease or otherwise between themselves in the 





same manner and of the same validity as if such notice had been 
‘given.” There is no provision as to the compensation being fair 
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and reasonable ; but in order to exclude the provisions of the Act 
some compensation must be made payable to th> tenant for the 


improvement. : 

mith regard to the third class of improvements mentioned in the 
first schedule, the mode of excluding the operation of the Act, in the 
ease of tenancies commencing after the commencement of the Act, is 
_gointed out by section 5, which provides that, “‘ where any parti- 
jeaar agreement in writing secures to the tenant for any improve- 


‘ment mentioned in the third pars of the First Schedule hereto, 


‘and executed after the commencement of this Act, fair and reason- 
‘able compensation, having regard to the circumstances existing at 
the time of making such agreement, then in such case the compen- 
‘sation in respect of such improvement shall be payable in pursuance 
of the particular agreement, and shall be deemed to be substituted 
for compensation under this Act.” It is to be observed that the 
agreement is to be “‘a particular agreement”; this, we presume, 
mustmean that theagreement must specifically relateto improvements 
of the kind mentioned in the third part of the first schedule. The 
agreement must also provide ‘ fair and reasonable compensation ” ; 
but beyond directing that the fairness and reasonableness shall be 
judged of with reference to the circumstances existing at the time 
of making the agreement, the Act gives no help in construing these 
words. Every landlord will have to judge for himself as to what 
compensation will be considered ‘‘ fair and reasonable,” but where 
by the custom of the country allowances are made for similar im- 
provements, it may probably be taken that compensation based on 
such customary allowances will be considered fair and reasonable. 

Phere remain to be considered the provisions as to excluding the 
operation of the provisions of the Act as to compensation for im- 
provements executed after the commencement of the Act under 
tenancies current at such commencement. As to this section 5 
provides that, ‘‘ Where, in the case of a tenancy under a contract of 
tenancy current at the commencement of this Act, any agreement 
in writing or custom, or the Agricultural Holdings (England) Act, 
1875, provides specific compensation for any improvements com- 
prised in the First Schedule hereto, compensation in respect of such 
improvement, although executed after the commencement of this 
Act, shall be payable in pursuance of such agreement, custom, or 
Act of Parliament, and shall be deemed to be substituted for com- 
pensation under this Act.” 

The only requisite, therefore, in order to exclude the compensa- 
tion clauses of the Act as to current tenancies is that the compensa- 
tion provided should be “ specific ”—#.e., the compensation must be 
a i in respect of the particular improvements intended to be 
effected. 

We may add, in conclusion on this subject of excluding pro- 
visions of the Act by agreement, that section 33 expressly provides 
that landlord and tenant may, by writing under their hands, 
that that section (as to a year's notice to quit) shall not apply. It 
would seem from the wording of the section that a provision in an 
existing lease or agreement for half a year’s notice will not suffice, 
and that there must be a new agreement specifieally providing that 
section 33 of the new Act shall not apply. 








We have received some excellent diaries for 1884 from Messrs. 
Letts, Son, & Co. (Limited). Among them may be mentioned 
Lett’s APPOINTMENT Drary providing an meager for noting 
appointments and engagements under the several hours of the day on 

working day in the year. This is a most handy and convenient 
There is also a useful OrriceE DiaRY AND ALMANACK, which 

has a page to each day, and is prefaced by an alphabetical index, so 
as to enable each subject or name in the diary to be reached at once. 
It is strongly bound, convenient in size, and the paper is excellent. 
ScRIBBLING or ROUGH DIARIE&s in various sizes are provided, with good 
a and all these publications have prefaced to them the usual 

ormation, 


eo in the Queen’s Bench Division, during the ey | of a 
case which involved references to various Acts of Parliament, by Mr. 
Baron Huddleston and Mr. Justice Stephen, the latter said that if any 
person devoted te the subject of law valoun could prevail on Parliament 
to have the statutes numbered according to the year in which they were 
passed, instead of the year of the reign of the Sovereign, the saving of 
time would be incalculable. At present, the references were enough to 
puzzle anybody. 

Mr. Justice Watkin Williams recently drew attention to the fact 
voles of the cases tried before him was entered for trial so lately as the 


,» or 
wee shall require them to notify such objection to the High Court. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM. 
II. 


Section 20 provides for an adjudication in 


bankruptcy being made in 
certain events, and in such case the i to be followed there- 


second notice which will require to be inserted in the 
local paper, the costs of the proceedings up to this stage will be 
increased accordingly. 


y 

whether it can only be made at a subsequent 
that purpose, but form No. 59 in the Ap i being 
the form of minutes of li at meeting, provides for a 
trustee being appointed at the first ing where the creditors 
resolve upon Be seed and the latter part of rule 159 also provides, 
in case of a second meeting to confirm the acceptance of a composition 
or scheme, that ‘‘ if the composition or scheme is rejected the rans 
may proceed to appoint a trustee.” The wording of sub-section 1 
section 14 of the Act of 1869 is that the creditors “shall” appoint, 
but the adoption of the word “‘may” in the new Act will not make 
any difference and will be more consistent, as there is nothing i 
the Act of 1869 compelling the creditors to appoint a trustee, 
being other provisions in case of their failing to do so. Sub-section 2 
is one of the details of the main principle upon which the Act is 
founded. The requirement that all trustees give security to the 
satisfaction of the Board of Trade is a most salutary provision, which 
it is to be hoped will have the effect of doing away with that class 
of trustees without standing or substance who have been the chief 
cause of bringing discredit upon the working of the Act of 1869. 
Further provisions as to the security to be given are made by rule 
253. 

The sub-section also introduces for the first time the Board of 
Trade. The power now given to the Board to object to the appoint- 
ment of a trustee in former times lay with the court, and alth no 
express provision to that effect was inserted in the Act of 1869, the 
court hed still power, under section 88, sub-section 4 a cause 
shown,” to remove any trustee. A further gant of objection to 
the appointment of a trustee—viz., that he not complied with 
section 162 of the Act or any order of the Board of Trade thereunder— 
s ea ig by gi 221. The Senet certificate of oy asnwrwrdic given 

y rule 218, an vision as to advertising notice of appointment 

rule 219. "All appeals from the Board of Trade to be 
High Court, and section 139 regulates the time in which such appeals 
are to be brought ; lout 5b does map eapmnna Sint Sash seceeee. Sear Siem 
to sub-section 3 of section 21; and- Ben Seah poapentes. 0 eer 
coduze in anch ence, males no prarine 6570 2s i i 
the Board shall make their objecti within whi 


section 4 is the same as a provision in section 18 
We commented upon sub-sections 5, 6, and 7 in our article on the 
new bankruptcy authority (ante, p. me Sub-section 8 was inserted in 
Grand Committee at the instance of Mr. Samuel Morley. It appears 
to contemplate the appointment of a trustee at any time prior to the 
adjudication, but it is apprehended that a trustee cannot be appointed 
prior to that event, except as part of a composition or scheme under 
section 18. The question then may pro! arise whether, in case 
of a trustee being appointed as part of a composition or other 
scheme of arrangement, and such composition or scheme not being 
approved by the court or otherwise carried out, and an 
tion in bankruptcy ensuing in the 
pointed under the scheme will be 
until another trustee is inted by the credii 
may be so in the event 
debtor’s estate, but it will scarcely be i 
being only a trustee for the receipt and distribution of a composition 
similar to what is provided for by rule 279 of the Rules of 1870 under 
the Act of 1869. Rules 165 and 166 seem to 
sub-section on this point, and to contempla' 
in the special receiver in any case where a composition or 
is not carried out until a new trustee under the bankruptcy shall 
have been appointed. 

Section 22 contains provisions as to committees of inspection. 
at of 1808, extept Ghat the appoinientmont may be mado at * aay 

ct of 1869, except that may le “ 
su went 'mecting™ instead of only wt the fist . ae 
limited to “ credi ualified to vote 
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required, there being no such minimum limit in the Act of 1869. 

A change is made by sub-section 2 from section 20 of the Act of 1869, 

which ‘requires a meeting of the committee to be called once at 

least every three months. In the Act of 1869 also there is no 
provision as is here given by the new Act to enable a member of the 
committee to convene a meeting thereof. Sub-section 3 also effects 

® considerable change in fixing a majority of the committee as a 

quorum ‘in all cases, instead of allowing the creditors to fix the 

q » as provided by sub-section 11 of section 83 of the Act of 

, or, in default thereof, fixing bee reg at three, or the whole 
ttumber if less than three, as provided by rule 129 of the Rules of 
1870. Sub-section 4 is in the same terms as sub-section 12 of section 
83 of the Act of 1869. As originally introduced, sub-section 5 was 
in the same terms as sub-section 16 of section 83 of the Act of 1869, 
but the words “or compounds or arranges with his creditors, or is 
absent from five consecutive meetings of the committee,” which 
are new, were inserted in Grand Oommittee. Sub-section 6 is 
imi to sub-section 12 of section 83 of the Act of 1869, an 
i resolution, however, being substituted for a special resolu- 
tion. Sub-section 7 is, in effect, the same as sub-section 13 of section 
83 of the Act of 1869, the word “‘ forthwith” (which was inserted in 
Grand Committee) being new, as also the concluding direction that 
“the meeting may by resolution,” &c., such power being only 
implied by the sub-section in the Act of 1869. In sub-section 8 the 
words ** provided there be not less than two such continuing 
members ” (which were inserted in Grand Committee) are the only 
variation from the provisions of sub-section 14 of section 83 of the 
Act of 1869. Sub-section 9 is, in effect, the same as sub-section 17 
of section 83 of the Act of 1869, with the very important substitution, 
however, of the ‘‘ Board of Trade” for the ‘* court.” 

, Section 23 relates to the acceptance of a composition after adjudi- 
cation, and is in place of section 28 of the Act of 1869. The proceed- 
ings under the new Act, where a composition is accepted after 

Judication, will be precisely similar to those in a composition 
accepted in the first instance by reason of the concluding part of sub- 
section 1, The only additional provision is the one contained in 
sub-section 2 as to annulling the bankruptcy and vesting the 
property. In the sub-section as originally introduced there was no 
power given to the court to annul the bankruptcy, the words 
“annulling the bankruptcy and” having been inserted in Grand 
Committee, This adopts a suggestion which we made when the Bill 
was introduced (27 Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL, p. 378). In sub-section 3 
also, in place of the words “ adjudge the debtor bankrupt and annul 
the composition or scheme,” there appeared the words “ order that 
the ptcy be revived, and thereupon the bankruptcy shall 
pitied 5 4 yard bv ts the fy Hogg or none had not — 

° e concluding para; of sub-section 3 was 
inserted in Grand Committee. If She original proposal of syb sec- 
tion 2 had been adhered to, the provision of sub-section 3, as 
originally drawn, was necessary, but it ia not clear why, with the 
alteration made by the insertion of the words “ annulling the bank- 
ruptcy and” in that sub-section, sub-section 3 has been retained 
at all, as it would appear to be provided for by the words of sub- 
section 1, ponte that ‘‘the same consequences shall ensue as in 
the case of a composition or scheme accepted before adjudication,” 
and the provisions of sub-section 11 of section 18. But if it was con- 
sidered necessary to make further provision in this respect, it is a pity 
that the same wording should not have been adopted in each case. 





A comparison of the two sub-sections will show considerable discrep- 
ancies een them. The following is a quotation from section 18, 


sub-section 11, and it will be seen that the words printed in italics do 
not appear in sub-section 3 of section 23, “if it appears to the court, 
on satisfe evidence, that the composition or scheme cannot, in 
consequence of legal difficulties or for any sufficient cause, proceed with- 
out injustice or undue delay to the creditors or to the debtor, or that,” 
&ec. uen, again, this sub-section states ‘“‘on application by any 
person interested,” but in place of ‘person interested” the word 
“creditor” appears in the other sub-section, whilst in the concluding 


paragraph of this sub-section ‘all debts” appear, but in the 
pide ad paragraph, in the other sub-section, the words are 
‘ any 


Sections 24 to 27 deal with the control over the person and pro 
of the debtor, and are re-enactments with some Faded Punch oar ying 
visions in the Act of 1869, Section 24 is practically the same as 
section 19 of the Act of 1869. The provision of sub-section 1, however, 
does not appear in section 19 of that Act, but there is a similar provi- 
sion in sub-section 3 of section 125, and sub-section 4 of section 126 
of that Act, in the case of a first meeting under a petition for liquida- 
tion or composition. The official receiver oh special manager 
ye eri in eerengon lags do not. a r in section 19 of the 
, nor do the words ‘‘ or person interested,” at the end of 
sub-section 2, nor the official receiver, ‘‘or to any person authorized 
y the court to take possession of it,” which appear in sub-section 4. 
the other hand, section 19 of the Act of 1869 contains a isi 


and shall be publicl 
in this section. Other visions are, however, made in ne 
thereof by sections 16 and 17 of the new Act, upon which we havealready 
commented. Section 25 is a re-enactment with slight variation 
only of section 86 of the Act of 1869, and sections 1, 2, and 3 of the 
Absconding Debtors Act, 1870, the issuing of a bankruptcy notig 
being substituted in clause (a.) for the ting of a debtor’s sum, 
mons as provided in the Absconding Debtors 


place of residence,” which appear in the Act of 1869, and instead 

** #9 abroad” alone, which are the words used in the Abscon 
Debtors Act, 1870. The word ‘‘abscond” was inserted as 
amendment by the Grand Committee, and the proviso at the end of 
sub-section 1 (which is the same as sub-section 2 of the Absconding 
Debtors Act, 1870) was inserted by the House of Lords. 
mention of the official receiver in clause (b.) is also a variation from 
sub-section 2 of section 86 of the Act of 1869, which is the corres. 
ponding provision to clause (b.), and in clause (c.) the words “rp. 
ceiving order is made” are instead of ‘‘ adjudication of bank. 
ruptcy,” as in sub-section 3 of section 86 of the Act of 1869. Sub. 
section 2 is similar to section 3 of the Absconding Debtors Act, 1870, 
and has reference to section.48 of the new Act, which provides for 
the avoidance of preferences in certain cases. The proeedure on 
applications, &c., for warrants is regulated by rules 75 to 78. We 
commented upon the provisions of section 26, providing for the re, 
rection of debtors’ letters, which appeared as clause 23 in the Bill 
as originally introduced, in the last volume of this journal (27 
SoniciTors’ JOURNAL, p. 326), and no alteration in the clause ag 
originally introduced been made. We have only to add 
to what we previously said upon the clause, that it is open 
to the construction that any orders made under it shall only be for 
three months in the aggregate—that is to say, three months 
from the date of the first order made—and we shall 
be sorry to see such a construction put upon it, The introduction of 
the official receiver is also an alteration from the provisions of the Act 
of 1869. Section 27 relates to the discovery of a debtor’s propery: 
and sub-sections 1 and 2 are practically the same as section 96 of 
Act of 1869, but it may be well to note the following alterations, 
The introduction of the official receiver is, of course, new, as is the 
creation of that officer himself, and the power given to him by the 
section is a very necessary one to enable him to make the investiga 
tions required by the Act. Then “receiving order” is substituted for 
“ order of adjudication,” and ‘‘ debtor ” for ‘‘ bankrupt ” throughout, 
consistently with other provisions of the Act, and the word ‘‘ what 
ever,” which appears in the Act of 1869, between ‘‘person” and 
‘“known or ted,” has been here omitted, as also the word 
*‘ trade” before “‘ dealings or property.” The former omission may 
not be material, but the latter one will probably effect a very con- 
siderable alteration. . Sub-section 3 is the same as section 97 of the 
Act of 1869, substituting ‘‘debtor” for ‘‘ bankrupt,” and omitting 
the words ‘‘ in manner-aforesaid,”” which, in that section, appear after 
the words ‘‘so brought before it.” Sub-section 4 is also the sawe as 
section 98 of the Act of 1869, substituting ‘‘ debtor” for ‘ bank- 
rupt,” and including the official receiver in addition to the trustee, 
Sub-section 5 is a new provision, following the principle of sub-section 
4, and is quite as much required as that sub-section, and probably 
more so. Sub-section 6 is a corresponding provision to section 75 of 
the Act of 1869. Itis, however, more contracted on the one hand, 
and wider in the other than that section. It is more contracted, 
inasmuch as it confines the power to examine a person out of England 
to any person who, “if in England, would be liable to be brought 
before it under this section,” a limitation which does not appear in 
the section of the Act of 1869; and it is wider, in that it extends the 
power to examine to ‘‘in any other place out of England,” the sec- 
tion in the Act of 1869 being limited to Scotland and Ireland. The 
rocedure under this section is regulated by rules 53 to 63, and rule 
70, which effect some considerable anges in practice, which we will 
point out hereafter in dealing with the Rules as a whole. 








CORRESPONDENCE. 


BANKRUPTCY RULES. 

[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. 

Sir,—Rule 10 provides for the inspection of proceedi gS by the 
trustee, the debtor, and proved creditors only. I act for a pur- 
chaser, and wish to inspect the file to asce various questions 
arising on title. Am I to be prevented from doing so, or must I 
make a special application to the court, at much unnecessary expense, 
in order to attain my object ? : A he 








Professor Murison will commence on the 21st of January a course of 
lectures at University College, London, on Roman Law, preparatory to the) 





“he shall produce 4 statement of effairs to the first meeting, 





intermediate law examination of the University of London. 
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examined thereon,” &c., which does not appear 
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—— 
THE NEW PRACTICE. 


_B S. C., 1883, orp. 37, 2. 5,—Pracrice—Evipence—Commission ro 
BXAMINE WITNESSES ABROAD,—In a case of Armour v. Walker, before the 
Court of Appeal on the 12th inst., a question arose as to the iety of 
granting @ commission for the examination of witnesses abroad. Rule 5 
of order 37 provides that “the court or a judge may, in any cause or 
matter where it shall appear necessary for the purposes of justice, make 
order for the examination upon oath before the court or judge or any 
ag of the court, or any other person and at any place, of any witness 
or person, and may empower any to any such cause or matter to give 
such depositions in evidence therein on such terms, if any, as 
the court or a judge may direct.’’ In the present case the action was 
brought by a firm of commission merchants, who carried on business in 
New York (the members of the firm residing there), against the executors 
of one John Walker, deceased, and also against surviving partner of 
an English firm of which John Walker had been a member, claiming 
payment by the executors, out of the estate of John Walker, and by the 
ber defendant of a sum of £74,000, the balance which the plaintiffs 
alleged to be due by the English firm to them in respect of some purchases 
and sales of wheat, and that, if , the real and nal estate of 
John Walker might be administered by the court. uestions as 
to the statute law of the State of New York arose in the action. U: 
the gee of the plaintiffs an order was made by Chitty, J., ‘ppolnt. 
ing the British consul in New York, and two American coun at 
law, ‘examiners for the purpose of taking the evidence of witnesses 
residing at New York or elsewhere in the United States, and P sage vmeaie § 
of the plaintiffs”’ and of the plaintiffs’ manager, and four other persons 
whose names were given, two of whom were American lawyers. There 
was no evidence that it would be impossible for the plaintiffs to come to 
England to be examined at the trial, but their solicitor made an affidavit 
in which he said that all the plaintiffs were resident in America, and that 
the transactions forming the basis of the claim in the action occurred 
almost entirely in America. He also deposed that he had been advised and 
believed that it was necessary for the plaintiffs to examine in America several 
witnesses whose evidence was material for the trial of the action, and who 
were resident there, and whom it wonld be impracticable to get to attend 
the trial in this country. On behalf of the defendants their solicitor 
deposed that he believed that American lawyers of great eminence were 
frequently residing in this country, and that it would not be difficult to 
obtain the attendance in England at the trial of the action, or at any 
time previous thereto, of American lawyers capable of giving the neces- 
sary evidence, and that the expense of such attendanee would be much 
less than if such witnesses were examined in America. The defendants 
appealed from the order, and the Court of Jom (Corron, Lovpiey, and 
Fay, L.JJ.) in substance affirmed it. The defendants objected to the 
erder on three grounds—({1) that no sufficient were shown why 
the plaintiffs should not attend for ‘examination at the © trial 
ef the action; (2) that the order authorized the examination of wit- 
nesses who were not named in- it; (3) that evidence as to American 
law ought to be obtained from American lawyers who were residing in 
this country. Corron, L.J., said that, in his opinion, such an order 
should not be made unless some reason was shown why the witnesses could 
not come to this country, and the court was satisfied that there were 
witnesses abroad whom it was desired to examine, and that it was not a 
mere roving commission. In the present case, his lordship thought it was 
shown that there were witnesses who could not be to come to this 
country unless there was some special reason for their doing so. It was 
not a case in which justice required that the plaintiffs sh be present 
at the trial, as in Nadin v. Basset (ante, p. 24), where the question was 
as to the identity of the plaintiff. His lordship doubted whether, in the 
eg case, much would turn on the facts. As to the American 
it was said that gentlemen whose opinion was worth having would not 
come over to this country, and that was a sufficient reason for not 
requiring that witnesses of this kind should do so. The order of Chitty, 
J ., Was in substance right, but there must be added to it a direction that, 
if the plaintiffs should desire to examine any other persons than those who 
were named in the order, they must give to the agents of the other side 
who attended the examination ten days’ notice of the persons whom they 
wished to enamine, and the order must. be qualified by limiting it to an 
examination in New York of persons residing anywhere in the United 
States. Lrvprey, L.J., was also of opinion that the case was one in which 
& commission could not be refused. The evidence of persons residing 
abroad was material. Of course, there were special cases in which it was 
essential that the plaintiff should be present at the trial. But, in the 
present case, there were no reasons why a commission should not issue, 
and there were good reasons why it should, Fry, L.J., concurred,— 
Soxtcrrors, Stibbard, Gibson, ¢ Co. ; George Davis, Sons, ¢ Co. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 31, nr. 25, 26—Inrerrocarorres—SeEcurRiITY FoR 
Costs—Power or Parties ro pisPENSE with Dgrosrr sy Consent.—In the 
case of Aste, Son, § Kercheval v. Stumore, Weston, § Co., before the Court of 
Appeal, No. I, on the 2ist inst., the question was whether a judge at 
chambers is bound to make an order with the deposit required 
by ord. 31, rr. 25, 26, before delivery of interrogatories, when both 
parties consent. An application was e to Field, J., for an order to 
administer inte tories without the necessity of depositing the sum 

by ord. 31, rr. 25, 26. ye ee et es ee ee 


both sides had consented to such an order being made. Fiel 


ridge, C.J., Stephen and Mathew, JJ., who were, however, of opinion that 
in no case would a judge*have a discretion to make such an order, the 
words of rule 26 being Lt a pee fi The Court of Appeal (Brerr, M.R., 
and Bowen, L.J.) upheld the order of Field, J. Brerr, M.R., said the 
called upon to make the new rules on account of the ruinous 
expense which had ocourred by reason of the administration 
interrogatories under the extended powers given 
The were mhade, not only for —- 
tected, but for the purpose of protecting feeble clients 
selves. Though it was not necessary to decide the , he would express 
an opinion, though not as a decision 6f the court, he could not agree 
that under rule 25 a judge had no discretion to make an order dispensing 
with the deposit. He adhered to the opinion of Field, J., in the case of 
Hall v. Liardet (ante, p. 47), as to the ini on of the and was 
of opinion that a judge is not compelled to make such an 
because the parties consent, th he would not say that in some cases 
such consent might not induce him to make the order. But his lordship 
would be inclined to look bao § narrowly at an application founded on 
consent, for the rules were ‘e for the protection of the ultimate client, 
whether he was consenting or not. Bowszn, L.J., said he thought a ju 
could order the deposit to be dispensed with, but the present decision was 
only that under ord. 31, r. 25, a judge is not bound to make such an_ 
order, simply because the choose to consent that he shall do so.— 
Soxicrrons, W. A. Crump $ Son ; Plows, Irvine, § Hodges. 


—_—— 


wished to be pro- 
in spite of them- 


1—Forzten Jupement.—In the case of 
Grant v. Easton, before the Court of Appeal, No. 1, on the 12th inst. it 
was contended that a judgment of the sular Court at Cairo was not 
within ord. 14, r. 1, The plaintiff was resident in Cairo, and the defend- 
ant in England. The plaintiff, having taken out in England a writ for the 
amount of the judgment, obtained an order under ord. 14, r. 1, to enter 
final judgment. The order having been affirmed by Butt, J., and sub- 
sequently by Grove and Mathew, JJ., the defendant appealed. The 
court (Brert, M.R., Baccattay and Bowen, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 
Brert, M.R., said the words of the rule were similar to those of section 
25 of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. 76). 
decision in Hodgsoll v. Baxter (6 W. R. 686, E. B. & E. 884), being upon a 
similar rule, was binding on the court. But, apart from authority, he 
should have come to the same conclusion. The action upon a judgment 
had always been treated as an action of debt, and it was therefore within 
the rule. It was said that there was a difference in the case of a foreign 
judgment, for, in such a case, different defences may be raised. But 
there was nothing in the rule to prevent the defences bei utin. In his 
opinion, the order was rightly made. BacGattay an oweEN, L.JJ., 
concurred.—Souticrrors, Stocken §¢ Jupp ; West, King, Adams, § Co. 


R. 8. C., 1883, onp. 14, z. 





R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 55, R. 2, sun-section 6--Busrvzss 1x CHAMBERS— 
Payment out or Partr{mentany Depostr—Sprciat Act PROVIDING FOR 
PayMENT ov? on Perrrion.—In the case of In re The Hull, Barnsley, and 
West Riding Junction Railway and Dock, $e., Act, befure Chitty, J., 
on the 15th inst., a petition was presented by the company for 
payment out of a sum paid into court under the Parliamentary 
Deposits Act.. It appeared that by the special Act of the company 
(46 & 47 Vict. c. 143), 8. 23, provision was made for transfer of the sum 
now applied for to the depositors, on their = gig by petition in a 
summary way, at any time after the passin the Act. e question 
arose whether R. S. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 2, sub-section 6, which vides 
that all applications under the Parliamentary Deposits Act s ah 
summons in chambers, was applicable to the present case. It was sta 
that the above Act was on the table of the House at the same time as the 
new rules, and received the Royal assent on the 2nd of August, 1883. 
Currry, J., said that in bud py x cage a petition was the right proceed- 
ing.—Soxicrrors, Brooksbank § Gallam. 


R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 61, x. 15 — Annrrration — Awarp — Maxine 
Awarp Rutz or Court.—In acase of Re Rolfe, before Bacon, V.C., on the 
21st inst., an application was made for an er making an award in an 
arbitration a rule of court. It was argued that, since the Rules of 1883, 
this was the proper course to pursue, instead of making the sub- 
mission t6 arbitration a rule of court, and reference was made to Jones 
vy. Jones (29 W. R. 65, L. R. 14 Ch, D. 593); B. 8. C., 1883, ord. 61, 
r. 15. Bacon, V.C., said that the Roe pee was within the very terms 
of the rule, and, on their being complied with, the award must be made 
an order of court.—Soxrcrrors, Duncan, Warren, ¢ Gardner. 





JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
QUEEN’s BENcH DrvisIon. 
(Before Frexp, J.)* 
Dec. 20.—Jiminey & Sons v. Owen. 
Service of summons—Address for service—Ord. 67, r. 2. 

This was an ex parte application for leave to udgment. The 
Gatendont bed sepeee St pees eto given un eddress 
lor service, plaintiffs a summons judgmen’ 
under order 14. sh tee adipose fen berets thapd ‘wen ao-eua bas & Eee 


* Reported by A. H. Brrriasrow, Bsq., Barrister-at-Law. 








J., refused to exercise his discretion in the circumstances of the case, an 
to make the ‘order. His decision was affirmed by Lord Cole- 
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keeper, who refused to receive any documents. The summons was ulti- 
mately put in the letter-box. 

The plaintiffs subsequently obtained an order for judgment in the 
absénce of the defendant, subject to an affidavit of service of the 
summons. ‘The officer refused to allow judgment to be signed upon an 
affidavit setting out the above facts. It was stated that the address was 
not a fictitious one. 


Fratp, J., held that leaving the summons in the letter-box was not good 
service within ord. 67, r. 2. 


No order. 
Solicitors for the plaintiffs, Lowless ¢ Co. 


Dec. 20.—Smith & Co. v. The British Marine Mutual Insurance 
Association. 


Pleading—Statement of defence—Striking out scandalous and emf 
barrassing matter—Ord. 19, r. 27. 1 


This was an appeal from the refusal of the master to strike out para- 
staph 8 of the statement of defence. 

e action was brought on two policies of marine insurance. The main de- 
fence was that the ship was unseaworthy. Paragraph 8 of the statement of 
defence was as follows:—‘“‘If The Arzilla was ever lost or abandoned 
(which is not admitted), an official inquiry was held, as by law required, as 

_ to the circumstances of her loss. The plaintiffs were present and were 
— thereto. And upon such inquiry, after hearing the plaintiffs, the 
reck Commissioners duly found that Zhe Arzilia was not seaworthy 
when she left Cardiff, and that her general state was unsatisfactory, and 
that the plaintiffs had shown lamentable want of care in sending her to 
sea as they had done.”’ 

C. J. Thrupp, for the plaintiffs.—This paragraph alleges neither a judg- 
ment which can be pleaded in bar, nor facts which would be any evidence 
of unseaworthiness. It is therefore scandalous and embarrassing. 

Francis Turner, for the defendants.—This is an allegation that the 
question in dispute has already been adjudicated upon by a competent 

and, if not conclusive, is at all events material as to the unseawor- 
thiness of the vessel. 


Fretp, J.—This ph seemstometo be amere attempt to discredit the 
laintiffs, and to be calculated te prejudice the fair trial of the action. 
o au 


thority has been produced in su of it, and I am of opinion 
that to allow it would 8 gpecoorcnere to bow ret ; . 
A allowed ; costs to be plaintiffs’ in any event. 
for the plaintiffs, F. Venn ¢ Co. 
Solicitors for the defendants, Stocken ¢ Jupp. 





Dec. 19, 21.—G, v. H. 


Pleading—Statement of claim required by defendant—Specially-in- 
dorsed writ—Ord. 20, r. 1(a.), (b.); ord 21,77. 


This was an appeal from Master Dodgson’s order setting aside a 
j on the ground that it was irregularly signed. 
action was brought on a dishonoured cheque; and the writ ‘was 
lyindorsed. The defendant entered an appearance and gave notice 
he required a statement of claim to be delivered. He did not deliver 
his defence within ten days after his appearance. The plaintiff signed 
judgment in default of defence. 

In of the appeal it was contended that the judgment was 
regu signed, as no statement of claim could be required -where the 
writ was specially indorsed. 

It was »accams My on behalf of the defendant, that a statement of claim 
must in all cases be delivered when there was a notice requiring one, and 
that it was only a defendant who had uot required one who must deliver 
his defence within ten days after his appearance. 


Fietp, J.—I have come to the conclusion that in all cases in which the 
writ is ly indorsed no further statement of claim can be required, 
and that sub-section (4) of ord. 20, r. 1, really means that the defendant 
is to have the right of requiring a statement of claim, save as aforesaid. 
I think that it is clear several of the other rules that it was not 
intended that a statement of claim should ever be delivered where the 

indorsed. Therefore I think that the judgment in this 

was regular; but I have no doubt that the defendant did intend to 
the action and thought that he was entitled to a statement of claim. 

I have ae re of merits, and on the whole I think that he should 


Judgment set aside. Defendant to be at liberty to defend the action b 
his defence in ten days. Costs of the judgment and of th 


application to be plaintiff’s in any event. 


= 





The 21st inst. was the last day allowed by the Standing Orders for | j 


pty in the Private Bill copies of the Bills intended to be 
to Parliament d the session of 1884. The number of Bills 
several keep ya ing 188 

except: 2, when there 320 tions for ate 
. Bills. Tho examiners wil 4 nena, commence thet sittings to ae 
into the compliance with Standing Orders on January 15. 


he Case ie v. arv 
1 & 1 Will. 4, c. 47, wasdiscussed, 


last year, and it exceeds the total of | and 
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Practice—ForEcLosurE OF EQUITABLE Mortreace--Inrant Morrcacon= 
Day to show Cavuse.—In a case of Mellor v. Porter, before Kay, J., on the 
8th and 14th insts., a question arose whether, in the case of an equitable 
mortgage being foreclosed against an infant, it is still necessary to give 
him a day to show cause against the decree. The mortgage was by deposit 
of title deeds without any memorandum, and the action was brought against 
the infant heir-at-law of the mortgagor and his mother, who was entitled 
to dower out of the mortgaged pro , neither of whom appeared. The 
plaintiff consequently became en to. the ordinary decree as a matter 
of course, and it was contended on his behalf that it was not necessary to 
reserve to the infant a day to show cause against the decree. This 
was supported passage in Fisher’ on Mortgages, and by the 
practice of the ‘ under the Partition Acts, of 

"1850. Reference 


. : was 
My. & Cr. 157), where the 11 Geo. 4, 
and the question of a conveyance by an 
infant to complete an equitable mortgage was treated as still open, and to 
the statement of the law on the subject in Seton, 4th ed., pp. 717, 1118, 
the latter of which his lordship stated to be misleading. His 
lordship also referred to an unreported case of Backhouse v. Hornsey, before 
Jessel, M.R., on the 20th of December, 1880, where the question had been 
dealt with, and he reserved his ee for the purpose of inquiring into 
that case. On the 14thinst., Kay, J., decided that the infant must be given 
a day to show cause. The case of Price v. Carver showed that the right of a 
demurrer, which was taken away from an infant by 9 Geo. 4, & 1 Will. 
4, c. 47, was quite different from his right of a day to show cause, for in 
the former case nothing was done to affect the infant, whereas, in the 
latter case the decree was complete, subject only to cause being shown 
against it within the time allowed. Accordingly, it had always been held 
necessary to give a day to show cause in an action of foreclosure, or where 
the decree directed the infant to perform any act: Williamson v. Gordon 
(19 Ves. 114); Walsh v. Trevannion (16 Sim. 187). The Trustee Act, 1850, 
enabled the court to declare persons bound by a decree to be trustees, and 
make a vesting order, or appoint somebody to convey their interests, and 
this power extended even to the interests of unborn persons, and it was 
difficult to see why that should not include the case of an infant defendant. 
There was the case of Newbury v. Martin (15 Jur. 156), where Lord Cran- 
worth held that in the common foreclosure decree there must be a day to 
show cause. It was true that in thecase of Foster v. Parker (Li. R.8 Ch. D. 147), 
Jessel, M.R., did not give the infant a day to show cause, but in that case 
the estate had descended to him only use of the disclaimer of the 
trustees of the will, and he was pa agg A trustee. And in 
the later case of Backhouse v. Hi > he referred, and of 
which a note had been furnished by the registrar, the same judge had 
decided that where the infant had the legal estate, he must, in a decree for 
forclosure against him, have a day to show cause. There the mort- 
gage must have been equitable, asin the t one, and that was therefore 
a direct authority on that point. It did not strictly follow Newbury v. Martin, 
though professing to do so, inasmuch as there the mortgage legal, 
there was no need for a direction to convey, and the record showed that the 
decree in Backhouse v. Hornsey contained a direction that the infant, on at- 
taining twenty-one, was to execute a proper conv ce to the plaintiff to 
be se by the judge, in case the parties diff and gave him a day to 
shew cause. The registrar of the day stated that the matter was a sub- 
ject of conversation with the Master of the Rolls, who seemed to have adopted 
the form from the decree in Price v. Carver, stating at the same time that 
in his opinion it was a useless practice, but could only be altered 3 Act of 
Parliament. His epee te aan in that view, and thought that the 
Trustee Act ought to be to apply in all cases where there was a judg- 
ment against an infant for Ponts. “> As conveyance, as in a sale under the 
Partition Acts; but that not being the form of a judgment for foreclosure 
in the case of an equitable mortgagee, the decree in the present case must 
follow Price. v. Carver, and the decision of Jessel, M.R., by directing the 
infant to convey when he attained twenty-one, and 
show cause in the usual manner, and this his lo ip understood to be 
now the ordinary form of judgment in case of foreclosure of an equitable 
mortgage.—Soxicrrors, Satchell ¢ Chapple, for J. ¢ H. F. Gadsby, Derby. 























Costs —- TAXATION — WITNESSES PRESENT BUT NOT CALLED — TzRM 
Rerresuers.—In the case of Levetus v. Newton, before Chitty, J., on the 
20th inst., the plaintiffs’ action ha been dismissed with costs, a 
summons was taken out by them to w taxation. It was contended 
be the plaintiffs that the taxing master was wrong in having allowed 
the of witnesses whose names did not a in the , Brest 
order as drawn up by the registrar, notwithstanding that such witnesses 
were present although not called by the defendant. The question also 
arose as to the allowance to counsel of term refreshers when refreshers 
from day to day had been allowed. The trial of the action had occu 
many days, Poe the-witnesses who were not called had.been present to 
meet a part of the plaintiffs’ case which was not urged at the trial. 
Ounrrry, J., said that there was not, and never was, any rule as to allowing 
the costs of those witnesses only whose names appeared on the decree or 
t. The absurdity of contrary contention was apparent. The 
tiff after having opened his case or d its opening might volun- 
ve in, or the court might be satisfied the plaintiff had no case 
T ors act call woos the dateadant in which cases the defendant would, 
of course, be entitled to the coste of the witnesses he had ht but not 
Sate Sepnnne Sater Moreover, although it was convenient for the pur- 
poses of appeal that the judgment should record the names of the wit- 
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nesses, yet it was not actually necessary for the purposes of taxation 
Se they should appear on the record. As to the question of the term 
refreshers, both the registrar and taxing master had stated their opinion 
that it was the established practice to allow them, and this being so, and 
as no precedent to the contrary had been produced, he should follow the 

ice as stated, and not disturb the taxing master’s certificate.— 
Tecavens, Byrne § Iucas, for W. J. Burman, Birmingham; Frith 
Needham, for Dale § Vachell, Birmingham. 





Oosts—SumMons TO REVIEW TAXATION—INTEREST ON Costs—ATTORNEYS 
ap Sorrcrrons Act, 1860—23 & 24 Vicr. c. 127, s. 27.—In the case of In 
ve The Atlantic Mutual Fire Insurance Company v. Huth, before Chitty, J., 
on the 2ist inst., the plaintiffs, having been awarded costs, took out a 
summons to review taxation. The summons was dismissed, with costs. 
The defendants now contended that interest upon the sum certified by the 
taxing master was not eve. on the ground that the certificate was not 
complete by reason of the plaintiffs having carried in objections, and the 
certificate not having been filed. Currry, J., said that interest ran by 
statute from the date of the certificate. If such an objection.as the 
present could be said to be tenable in the case of parties who were 
entitled to receive costs having taken out the summons, it must equally 
be said to be so in a case where the parties who had taken out the 
summons were those who had to pay the costs. Both cases were unten- 
able, A summons to review taxation was not a dispensation of tender. 
The defendants must pay the usual four per cent. interest from the date 
of the certificate.—Soricirors, Stokes, Saunders, § Stokes. 





Noursance—Rattway Company—Damace To Parivar Ricuts—NEGLIGENCE 
—Iysunction.—In the case of Truman v. The London and South-Western 
Railway Company judgment was, on the 17th inst., delivered by North, J. 
The action was brought by some of the inhabitants of Croydon for the 
purpose of restraining the defendants from keeping cattle docks erected, 
and otherwise damaging the rights of the plaintiffs by carrying on a 
traffic in cattle at the railway station of the defendants in Croydon. The 
evidence at the trial showed that serious discomfort was caused to the 
plaintiffs by the noise of the cattle while the wagons were being loaded 
and unloaded. The defendants pleaded a justification by statute (1 & 2 
Vict. c. 119), whereby they were empowered to erect the cattle dock, and 
that therefore they were not liable to the plaintiffs, unless, in the exercise 
of such statutory powers, they had been guilty of negligence, which was 
denied. The Act referred to gave the defendants power to take com- 
pulsorily the lands described in the deposited plans and sections, similar to 
the general powers subsequently conferred by the Lands Clauses Act, and 
it was under this power that the main line and the poe of the 
station at East ydon had been acquired, and the w con- 
structed; but the land upon which the cattle dock was erected had been 
acquired under section 82 of the same Act, which empowered the defendants 
to purchase by agreement any lands, not exceeding in the whole fifty 
statute acres, in such places as should be deemed eligible for the purpose, 
among other things, of providing additional accommodation, and for, 
among other things, depositing, loading, or keeping any cattle to be con- 
veyed upon the railway, for making convenient roads, or for any other 
— whatsoever connected with the undertaking by that Act author- 

, Which the defendants should judge requisite; and by section 198 of 
the same Act, it was provided that it should be lawful to use locomotive 
engines, and to convey passengers, cattle, and other animals. Norru, J., 
held that the case before him was governed by that of Metropolitan Asylums 
District v. Hill (29 W.R. 617, L. R. 6 App. Cas. 193), and that it was n 
for the defendants to prove the im ibility of erecting the cattle dock 
anywhere else within the limits defined by the Act, without being a 
nuisance to anyone. The onus of proving this was on the defendants, and 
they had neither discharged the onus nor given any evidence upon the sub- 
ject. The plaintiffs were, therefore, in his lordship’s opinion, entitled to 
the injunction which they claimed.—Sourcrrors, John Holmes ; Norton, 
Rose, Norton, § Co. 





SOLICITORS’ CASES, 
Court oF APPEAL. 
(Before Brett, M.R., and Bowen, L.J.) 
Dec, 21.—Re Milton, Bradford, and Fortescue. 


In this case a master at chambers had made an order dismissing an 
application made on behalf of a client by G. S. Hare, a solicitor, with 
costs to be taxed and by the solicitor personally. The order was 
confirmed by Mr. Justice Day. On appeal to Mr. Baron Pollock and Mr. 
Justice Lopes, their lordships were of opinion that such an order was 
within section 49 of the Judicature Act, 1873, and was not, therefore, 
the subject of appeal except by leave. The solicitor appealed. 

Mirams, for the appellant. 
hoa ey Daniel, Page, and Cecil Chapman, were for other parties in- 

rested. 


Bowzn, L.J., in delivering the judgment of the court allowing the 
app = ee ge a ss yg hoog age ~ no misconduct by = 
Solivitor there must an @ t he m ve an opportunity 
showing that the p ebbncatireetin. were such as to bring the case within the 
Cequotiqnary Jusiediction of the judge at chambers. On the merits, the 
Sree, penaiten should pay e costs personally should be 


COUNSELS’ CLERKS’ FEES AND 


REFRESHERS. 


Ata meeting of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, held on 
November 23, 1883, 1t was resolved :— 

“That it having come to the knowledge of the council that the clerks 
of some leading counsel are endeavouring to revive the old scale of clerks’ 
fees, apg yee rly. me ede arg the members of the society that, 
in their view, the scale of clerks’ fees appointed by the new rules should 
be strictly adhered to. 

“With reference also to the fees pee to counsel as refreshers, the 
council recommend that members of the society should insist on these fees 
being limited to those allowed on taxation, in all cases in which counsel 
or their clerks do not intimate to the solicitor, before accepting the brief, 
that a larger, and if so, what fee will be expected.” 








LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Txomas Wotrerstan, solicitor and notary, of Plymouth, has been 
elected Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for the North Roborough 
Division, in succession to Mr. Copleston Lopes Radcliffe, deceased. Mr. 
Wolferstan was admitted a solicitor in 1865. 

Mr. Lyrretton Horyoaxe Bayiey, senior puisne judge of the High 
Court of Judicature at Bombay, has been a ited to act as Chief Justice 
of Bombay during the absence of Sir les Sargent. Mr. Justice 
Bayley was called to the bar at the Middle Temple, in Easter Term, 
1850. 


The Hon. James Witt1aM Lowruer, barrister, M.P., has been appointed 
a Deputy Lieutenant for the County of Westmoreland. 

Mr. Joun Bicxenstetx Orrzey, solicitor, of 3, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, has 
been supeietet Official Receiver in Bankruptcy for the Wakefield District. 
Mr. Ottley was admitted a solicitor in 1873. 

Mr. Samvet Maprrss, solicitor and (of the firm of Maples & 
McCraith), of Nottingham, has been appointed Under-Sheriff of the Town 
and County of the Town of Notti for the current year. Mr. Maples 
was admitted a solicitor in 1839. 

Mr. Joszrx Hanrrison, solicitor, of Kirby Moorside, has been 
Clerk to the Kirby Moorside School Board. Mr. Harrison oe aha 
a solicitor in 1873. 

Mr. Josspx Nucent Lentarene, barrister, who has been appointed 
Secretary to the Lord Chancellor of Ireland, is the son of 
Len e, C.B., Inspector of Reformatory and Industrial Schools in 
Ireland. He was called to the bar at Dublin in 1870, and he has acted 
for several months as secretary to the Commissioners of the Great Seal. 


Mr. Eveenr Prerre Juss Leciezio, first puisne ju of the Supreme 
Court of the Island of Mauritius, has been appointed J of the 
Supreme Court of that island, in succession be 4 Adam Gib who 


has béen appointed Chief Justice of Jamaica. . Justice Leclezio was 
called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1858. 


Mr. Henry Txrewratt, solicitor, of Southport, has been ted 
Clerk to the Birkdale Local Board. "Mr. Threlfell was admitted e'eoeate: 
in 1876. 

Lord O’Hacan and Lord Frrzezratp have been elected Benchers of 
Gray’s-inn. 

Mr. Wiiu1am Jonnstoun Netson Nxaus, barrister, has been i 
Assistant High Bailiff of the 4 —- 
called to the at the Middle T 
is a member of the Oxford Circui! 
recorder of the borough of Walsall. 


Mr. Grorcr Anprews, solicitor, of Weymouth, has been elected 
Treasurer of that borough in succession to his father, the late Mr. 
Andrews, sen. Mr. Andrews, jun., was admitted a solicitor in 1869. 


Mr. Writ1am Bowres Barrert, solicitor (of the firm of Andrews & 
Barrett), of Nght f eoee ap a 4 pa wget dg: the Melcombe Regis 
Burial succession partner, Mr. George Andrews. 
Mr. Barrett was admitted a solicitor in 1863. 

of Palmerston- 


Mr. Epwarp Harry Apcock, solicitor, buildings, Old 

Broad-street, London, E.C., and Croydon-road, Surrey, has been 

appointed a Commissioner of the Court udicature of 
ony of Victoria. Mr. Adcock was admitted in Hilary Term, 1865. 


Mr. A. C. Procrer, solicitor, of Macclesfield, who has been 
Official Receiver in Bankruptcy fur She Macclesfield ond 
Divan, ee sees Soe tor in 1869, and has for more than 
years held the appointments of clerk and solicitor to the 
Grammar School, and clerk and solicitor to the committee of the County 
Asylum at Macclesfield. He is also a commissioner for administering 
oaths, and a perpe commissioner 

married women. 


Mr. Joun Bowzrxe, 
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DISSOLUTION OF PARTNERSHIP, 


Wruu1M Orrorp and Frayx Mixing, solicitors, Manchester. Nov. 30. 
[ Gazette, Dec. 21.] 








SOCIETIES. 


THE BAR COMMITTEE. 


At ameeting of the bar, held in the Middle Temple Hall, on the 21st inst., 
at which Sir Hardinge Giffard, Q.C., M.P., presided, the following gentlemen 
‘were declared to have been elected to serve as members of the Bar Committee 
—viz., Sir Hardinge Giffard, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Glasse, Q.C., Mr. M’Intyre, 
Q.C., M.P., Mr. Ince, Q.0., M.P., Mr. Robinson, Q.0., Mr. H. Davey, 
Q.¢C., M.P., Mr. A. J. H. Collins, Q.C., Mr. A. Charles, Q.C., Mr. 
Grantham, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Macnaghten, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Bulwer, Q.C., 
M.P., Mr. Mellor, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Wills, Q.C., Mr. Rigby, Q.0., 
Mr. Romer, Q.C., Mr. Bosanquet, Q.C., Mr. Lockwood, Q.0., Mr. R. H. 
Collins, Q.C., and Messrs, L..M. Aspland, C. Baggallay, J. E. Barker, 
R. A. Bayford, J. Beaumont, G. Bruce, H. B. Buckley, E. W. Byrne, G. 
Farwell, W. Graham, T. O. Hedderwick, E. T. Holland, H. Jeffreys, 
M. I. Joyce, W. R. Kennedy, D. Kingsford, A. T. Lawrence, 8. Lilley 
Hon, A. tleton, W. R. M'Connell, J. F. Oswald, G. Pitt-Lewis, W. C 
Renshaw, J. Shortt, H. Smith, J. Stirling, J. F. Torr, T. R. Warrington, 
E. P. Wolstenholme, and A. Young. Mr. H. D, Greene.acted as returning 
Officer. There were forty-eight members to be elected and 104 candidates 
for election. The scrutineers had more than 2,000 voting papers to 
examine, and over 47,000 votes were polled. 





NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE LONG VACATION, 


‘Wherens by the 27th section of the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1878, it is enacted that her Majesty in Council may from time to time 
upon any report or recommendation of the Council of Judges in the sail 
Act pn hee oy with the consent of the Lord Chancellor, make, revoke, or 
modify orders regulating the vacations to be observed by the High Court 
of Justice and the Court of Ap , and in the offices of the Supreme 
ae aang en f and any Order in Council made pursuant to that seec- 
tion shall, so long as it continues in force, be of the same effect.as if it was 
contained in that Act. 

And whereas ata meeting of the judges of the Supreme Court duly 
assembled at her Majesty’s Royal Courts of Justice on the 6th day of 
December, 1883, pursuant to the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, 
section 75. 

Tt was resolved : 

That a report be humbly made and submitted to Her Majesty by this 
Council of Judges P gre a to the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 
1878, section 27, to the following effect :— 

A. That this Council of Judges is willing, in accordance with the pro- 
position of the Lord Chancellor, to recommend that the Trinity Sittings of 

Court. of Appeal, and in London and Middlesex of the High Court of 
Justice, shall for the future be extended till the 12th of August inclusive, 
and that the Long Vacation in the several courts and offices of the 
Su e Court shall for all purposes commence on the 13th of August. 

. That this Council of Judges is willing, in accordance with the pro- 

i of the Lord Chancellor, to recommend that the Michaelmas 

i of the same courts ively shall for the future commence on 
the 24th of October, and that the Long Vacation in the several courts 
and offices of the Supreme Court shall for all purposes terminate on the 
23rd of October. 

_C, That it be humbly recommended by this Council of Judges to her 

esty that an Order in Council be made by her Majesty, if her Majesty 

8 so please, for the purpose of carrying this report and the recom- 

mendations therein contained into effect in the manner provided by the 
Sw 6 Court of Judicature Act, 1873, section 27. 

whereas it has seemed fit to her Majesty, by and with the advice of 

her’ Privy Council, that the said report, and the recommendations therein 

contained, be carried into effect. 

Now. therefore her Majesty, by and with the advice aforesaid, is pleased 
to order and it is hereby ordered as follows :— 

That the Trinity Sittings of the Court of Appeal, and in London and 
Middlesex of the h Court of Justice, shall for the future be extended 
till the 12th of August inclusive, and that the Long Vacation in the several 
courts and offices of the Supreme Court shall for all purposes commence 
on the 13th of August. 

That the Michaelmas Sittings of the same courts respectively shall for the 
future commence on the 24th of October, and that the Long Vacation in 
the several courts and offices of the Supreme Court shall for all purposes 
terminate on the 23rd of October, C. L. PEs. 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE.—CHANCERY DIVISION. 
Cunrstuas Vacarion. 


“Mr. Justice Butt will be im attendance at judge? chambers on the 








following days:—Tuesday, January 1, 1884; Wednesday, January 9 
Thursday, January 3; Friday, January 4. ' 

Mr. Justice Pearson will be yaa an jatent cee on the 
following days :—Friday, Decem ; Monday, December 31 ; Tuesday, 
January 8, 1984; Wednesday, January 9; Thursday, January 10. 

Applications in chancery matters may be made to the judge in attend, 
ance at j ’ chambers, or, if urgent, may be sent to Mr. Justigg 
Pearson’s private residence, 75, On “square, except between the Ig 
and 5th of January, when they must be sent to Mr. Justice Butt af 
judges’ chambers. , 

The applications to Mr. Justice Pearson should be made eitherat judgey 
chambers or by post. 

December 21. 


—————=_& i ——— == 


COURT PAPERS. 


THE WINTER ASSIZES. 


The following is a complete list of the dates fixed by the judges for 
holding the ensuing Winter Assiges, viz. :—Northern Circuit (Lord Justice 
Bag y and Mr. Justice Butt :—Appleby, Friday, Jan. 11; Carlisle, 
Monday, Jan. 14; Lancaster, Thureday, Jan. 17; Manchester, Monday, 
Jan. 21; Liverpool, Monday, Feb. 4. North-Eastern Circuit (ite. Justice 
Field and Mr. Justice Day).—Neweastle, Tuesday, Jan. 15; Durham, 
Monday, Jan. 21; York, Sa » Jan, 26; Leeds, Thursday, Jan. 4], 
South-Eastern Circuit (Mr. Justice Grove and Mr. Justice North),— 
Lewes, Saturday, Jan. 12; Maidstone, Thursday, Jan. 17; Chelmsford, 
Thursday, Jan. 24; Hertford, age G Jan. 28; Huntingdon, Thursday, 
Jan. 31; Cambridge, Saturday, Feb. 2; Norwich, Thursday, Jan, 7; 
Ipswich, Thursday, Jan. 14. Western Circuit (Lord Justice Lindley 
and Mr. Justice Cave).—Devizes, Friday, Jan. 11; Winchester, ona 
Jan. 14; Dorchester, Monday, Jan. 21; Exeter, Thursday, Jan, 24; 
Bodmin, Wednesday, Jan. 30; Taunton, Saturday, Feb. 2; Bristol, 
Thursday, Feb. 7. Midland Ctrouit (Mr. Justice Denman and Mr. Justice 
A, L, Smith).—Aylesbury, Thursday, Jan. 10; Bedford, Monday, Jan, 
14; Northampton, Thursday, Jan. 17; Leicester, Monday, Jan, 21; 
Oakham rpg Jan, 26; Lincoln Saturday, Jan, 26; Nottingham, 
Friday, Feb. 1; Derby, Thursday, Feb. 7; Warwick, Tuesday, Feb. 12, 
Oxford Circuit ot Baron Huddleston and Mr. Justice Manisty).—Reading, 
Saturday, Jan. 12; Oxford, Wednesday, Jan. 16 ; Worcester, Saturday, Jan, 
19; Stafhord, ic omag Jan, 24; Shrewsbury Poruntey Feb. 2 ; Heveford, 
Wednesday, Feb.6; Monmouth, Saturday, Feb. 9; Gloucester, Wednes. 
day, Feb. 13. North Wales Circuit (Mr. Justice Stephen).—Welshpool, 
Monday, Jan. 14; Dolgelly, Th y, Jan. 17; Carnarvon, Monday, 
Jan. 21; Beaumaris, ‘ pag Jan, 24; Ruthin, Monday, Jan, 28; 
Mold, Thursday, Jan, 31; ester, Monday, Feb, 4. South Wales 
Circuit (Lord Justice Fry).—Haverfordwest, Friday, Jan. 18; Cardigan, 
Monday, Jan. 21; Carmarthen ; Wednesday, Jan. 23; Brecon, Tue - 
Jan. 29; Presteign, Friday, Feb. 1; Chester, Monday, Feb. 4; Cardiff 
Monday, Feb, 11. The Surrey Assizes will be held at Kingston about the 
— g of February. Both civil and criminal business will be taken 
at these assizes. 





Boe ees 


or 


LEGAL NEWS. 


—_— 


The entrance and carriage drive ite St. Clement Danes Church; 
Strand, for the use of the judges having rooms in the western corridor of 
the Royal Courts of Justice, is now completed and open for use. The 
piece of waste ground facing the western block will shortly be laid out as 
an ornamental garden. 


Mr. George Andrews, of Weymouth, whose death we noticed last. week, 
was the registrar of the Weymouth County Court, and on Thursday, 
the 13th imst., the judge (Mr. Serjeant Tindal Atkinson) said: “ Before 
commencing the duties of the day I think it right in this place to call 
attention to the melancholy event which has en from this court an 
invaluable public servant, the late registrar, Mr. George Andrews. It 
may be truly said of him that to the highest probity in all the relations 
of life he added the qualities of q aound lawyer, great and varied experi- 
ence, strict habits of neinees, end an able and unfailing discharge of the 
onerous duties of ‘his office. To me, the suitors, and the public the loss 
is a severe one. To his afflicted family they have the consolation of 
knowing that he has left behind him the lasting memory of a truly good 
and excellent man.” Mr, Howard said: ‘‘As one of the oldest prac- 
titioners in this town, I may say, if I could, I would add to every word 
you have uttered. Ihave had the and honour of the late Mr. 
Andrews’ acquaintance for a period of nearly thirty years, and during 
the whole of that time I can only say he has been an honour to the 
seme and a friend to young professional men, and every word you 

ve said to his memory is thoroughly deserved, His loss is very great to 
the profession generally.’’ 











The Guarantee Society announces its readiness to receive proposals for 
security required by the new Bankruptcy Rules. 

The mw Guarantee — fey vom ome ane. has issued a 
notice is e bonds of security in aj ed cases as 
required by the Gental Rules of the Bankruptcy Act, iss 
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COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES, 
Jomt Srock CompanrEs. 
SuaTs Quamnims ComPaxY,, | ——- yo wired, on or 
Before ‘an 21, to send their names and addresses, and the sestionlate their 
Gente eat Lastin Se a | the debts ese herr 
or hea) an udica' upon e de and 
Deve SLA ame QUARE Come Petition f 


LIMITED. pod y mmm Fy 

A before Kay, J., at_the 
Pipes 1 directed Jan 1 2 Rogers_and Chave, Win pop Ses 
gen HMI and Co, Newport, Monmouth, solicitors for on onte en 
mz Hypro-Motor CoMPANY, Liparen. —Bacon, V. by an order, dated 
bs 7 16, appointed John Herbert Laurence, 28, Bales’ “ae to be fecha 


dator 
DEG CoLtiery Company, Limirep.—Pearson, J Nov 
“© pt a fn st, to apie 


ne 


inted Edward Thomas Rodn ney Wilde, 51, 
8 ePator in the place of James W. 
TIMACHEVO Estate Company, LimiTep.— petiiien for winding presented 
Dec 11, Sate be pene pay A » on Jan 12, elds and 
8, 80) rs for petitioners 
en ae { @asette, Deo, 21.) 


PaTTeRseA AND NEW Wanpswortn Pustic ae Company, Limirep.—Pear- 
son, J., has, by an order, dated Deco 18 
Gracechureh li st, to be official liquidator. - tors are required, on or 


Jan 31, to oon’ their names addresses, an 
claims, to the above. Friday, Feb 8, at 1, is appointed for hearing an a ad- 
pialoating ing upon the debts and claims 
dy ANP ldnted Deo, tt it was orden that th Ae vo) sear} wlading up ol u er he 
n 
"Pearson y bé continued. Davidson nd Morris, Q st, solicitors for 
~~ the pet iF Trin Prats COMPANY Speen Ga ee 
= -ty 4 18, to send their namese pea as Sgerenege and o particulars of th 

debts or claims, to Edward Gus Clarke, chbra, = make 

Feb 1, at 11, is appointed for > eee and adjudicating upon the 


claims 
—- CALDER VALE AGRICULTURAL, Com- 
* nY¥, LimITEp,—By an order made by basen. “Antod Dee 1, ft wan ordered 


that the company be wound up, Boner and © lane, agents for 
Jubb Go. Hatitax solicitors tar the petition SP cud 
Lumvetern Oan Conway ig hye Hy an order made by Pearson, J,, anes 
Peo 16, ib waa ordered that the y be wound up. Ashwin, Garden ct, 
emple pollcitor for the a nn 


NDON MANUFACTURING a ome required, on of or 


¥. Compayy, L ag x 
ae fa ‘an 10, to ny S La games ane! eccrien the pqguioulare r 
b “dabee aren Ss i. L 24, 


debts or eaims, to 
at 12, is s apps f tor hte jud eating claims 
MERION INLN GENC Phy an order Kay. 
+ dated ea eh it 2 wae cxmeees that ti Y.-S wound up. “gd by and 
ie oorga it, pe ( 
Sus an Nownit Avitoaw BADING Oi ¥, Luurrep.—By an order made by 
dated Dec 17, it wi “Maat the the company be wound up. 


By Pancras sOascra sdllctor & for r the pesitoness 
HAMES hee gy r winding w 
‘batons hivty, Soak fis comet on Sen ts = 


eee, be heard 
skill, mnt on ct, solicitor for the petitioner 
[ Gazette, Deo, 25.) 


Frrewpiy Socretms Disso.vep. 
GomER FRIENDLY Socrety, Wellington pl, Newquay, Lianllwchairn, Cardigan. 


19 
UEFERD Brrrons’ Benzerir Socrery, Woodman Inn, John st, Old Kentrd, Dec 
(Gazette, Dec, 21.] 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS, 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 
HARDING, PENELOPE, Bootle cum Linaker, Lancaster. Jan 15. Young v Gidley, 
pone , Southampton, Jan 19, Milford v Baker, Pearson, J, Fryer, 
Wie. JEREMIAH, Stockport, Chester, Corn Dealer. Jan 31. Wardle v 
Wi - Lamb, Manchester 


ardle, Pearson, J 
- (Gazette, Dec. 14.] 


HELMs, Tome SERRA, Perth, Western Australia,'Gent. ‘May 29. Towse v 


T »d. Ge , Colchester 
a Se 7 sady, Oo Gazette, Dec, 18.1 


NEWMAN, WALTER, Castle Oxford st, Butcher. Jan 7. Newman v Baker, 
Bacon, V.C. ged ¥-" ‘o. Gray’s inn Gal 
Quingy, THoMAS, Asto ) Merchant. Jan 18. Quiney v 
Quiney, Pearson, J. Caddick, West Bromwich. 
{Gaszette, Dec, 21,] 


CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 33. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


aow Ty gs ATHERTON, Wigan, Lancaster, Leather Currier. Jan 21, 
ace 

AsQ' sous, 5 derland, Coal . Dec2i. Bell, Sunderland. 
Bagnote, fio T 1 pee wae Bu gham, Farmer. Jan 26. Newton 
pant Oo, o Leighton Be 
BREWSTER, 


ROBERT, nchkem, Nottingham, Farmer. Febi. Hunt and Williams, 


CaRRIN ‘WittiaM, Ceapel en le Frith, Derby, Bank Manager. Jan 3, 
Jahenen ad davaoeen, is, Btookpor’ 

CATTERALL, JOHN, Tunb: ridge elis, Kent, Esq. Feb2. Oatterall, Preston 

CEAMEEes, Joun, South M Nottingham, 

c Hodgkinsons. . Newark upon 


Woodman. Mar1. Pratt and offs “Bec 14, at A 
Middle 


Detves, Guonor, Exeter Exeter, Pharmaceutical Chemist. Jan 31. Hutchings, Exeter 

>anea 2 ni Ae, eninge pe seer a 
aw Indian. sinn 

FERLAYSOS Wu, Liverpool, 

FookING, HENRY ADOLPHUS, Lombard st, Esq. Jan 31. Linklater and Co, Wal- 


brook 
ARTON, PATRICK > Jan 10. Madden, Liverpool 
Gian enue Gata A Baas, Pel Ba Sloan 
ANE, 
bldgs, Chamiery ane 


Haseiar, ¢ GEORGE, Oat lane, Warehouseman. Feb 8. Moodie, Regina rd, 
fewe ean, Crewe, Chester, Surgeon. Dec W. 


> rd, 
MYERS , BENAMIN Jozt, Alphington, rd nr iomernr = 
Renae *WitiiaM, Wolstod, %, Kent, Gent. Ja 


a RACHEL SHRAPNEL, Hinckley, Leicester. Jan 21, Leathley and Phipson, 
nochis ian elds ‘ 
Loughton, Essex. Jan 26. Stacpoole and Son, Pinners 


POL Broad et 
Reais, gts emo, York Beg. Feb \ as by Jan 1%. Lioyd, 


Nrccorts, Worcester, Gent. Lat Pe efter ie Nyhn go FO 


be aetna pogo sta Jan 9. Lindsay and Co, 
Wolsanp, Gmaprae, Stroud Green xi, Finsbury park, Chesemonser, Feb 1. 
— (@asette, Doo. 14). 


Have 
‘Seonahten and Co, 


HEWITT, Water 
Misten Arian orwi snd Jan 21, 
Bedford ro 


Boncuanba, Lous u fm Fahowiold, hont Manchester, Dostor Gem oe iain We 
Downs ca NY, Belsize rd, Hampstead. Jan 15, Hill, Quoon st 
ol oy iirmingha pee on itp purl Horsham 
CourTon, (i iciata tn Re augh, Cuckfield 
ia ace et + UE, (gglos and Ogden, 
Puen, Jaa 


Wor. Guongtana F Fas None, Chester aK Regent's park, Jan 31, Bennett and Oo, 
ed en RicuaRDson, Crewe, Cheater, Surgeon, Deo, Brough- 


na eee 
rie le Hiner Vong, Spiny Tack gu Gi Heiiraga 


Co, Birmi 
Moth, Ystak Hyde park; Geuoral HLMs Ariny. Jan 3, 


aaron Th anh andheraray Belg fem Jan 


wrunecer, rae Ae Feb1. wand Co, Nor Norwich 

Norzis, J. 

P. Gnousn, F ee e's. 
ARKES, nin, Print, hea yar 


Svsoen, Jani. W 
Ea i Si RGE, H Sussex, ot fare 


ery ee , Private Hotel Keeper, Jan 
Tam, SARA pany Gent. Ginga turban = ‘and Oo, No Nottingham 
Shoreditch, Cabinet Jan 1 


tao epereten Jan 14. Shearman, Little 
[ Gazette, Dec, 18.} 


Ligwiensox J Youn, Ale 


Vavenian 
Avemax, 
WiLLIAMSON, 


Tower st 





= ——S= 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BowLBy.—Dec 1, the wife of Edward Salvin Bowlby, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
BRIDGFORD.— Dec 1, at Mélville House, Mount View-road, N., the wife of J. H. 
Beet’, solicitor, of a son, 


DE VERSAN.—Dec 16, at Dublin, the wife of Raoul Couturier 

de Versan, of a . 
Hyvsz.—Nov 16, at 7, the wife of Henry T. Hyde, 
LakE square, W., the wife of Herbert Lake, of Lin- 
iship SE, the wite of 


So Oh oe 


ughter. 
TANNER.— me 12, at 186, Friern-road, ‘iia tills tas Gonien 2. A, ©, Tanner, 
wise. —Dee 1 at Ripe eepeen oem 
a Ww, . 
’ the wife 
—Dee 4, at The eT ee eer: 





ot und L. W. Williams, 
CARNEGIE—PULLEIN.—Nov 24, at St. Kentish. N.W., John 
o4 Cantab., » Of 8, Dockioomer, & .» solicitor, to Florence, 

arT—SMITH.—D at ‘William solicitor, M Dumfries- 

ca ae: ta deinion Eeiben, denghner ot the kas Smith, M.D. R.N. 
ANDREWS.—Dec. 8, at 2, ‘eymouth, George Andrews, solicitor, 
Bachiyon, Willian Thomas Carr, of the 
Francis Mardall, Madras Steff 
Robert James Sykes, 





Laat, RUIRABETE Hu Eauys, Belbing, nr Romsey, Southampton. Jan 12. Perkins | Marpati.— 
D4tason, ous, Langhaan Bote Portland place, Haq. Jan 11. Simpson and Oo, Se aA ee RA tine, 
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LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bantru pts. 
Frmay, Dec. 21, 1883. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 





——<—S — 


Dontet, Seymour William, Wareham le Fen, Licensed Victualler. Jan 14 at 11,9 

at Bull Inn, Horncastle. Bell and Ingoldby, Louth 

Bonne, Edward Frederick, Hanley, C Decorator. Jan3atil at 32, Cheap. 
side, Hiei. Challi.ors, 
urgess, Henry. 
Henrietta st, Covent Garden 

Burrows, William John, Foe. we. Schoolmaster. Dec 31 at 12 at Northey 
Arms, Box. Bakewell, Chip 

Butler, Isaac, Bristol, Grocer. Dec 31 31 at 2 at office of Sibly and Dickinson, Ex. 
change West, Bristol 

Butler, William aes Soaakiin, I.W., Builder. Jan 7 at1i at office of Thirkell, S 
Thomas st, Ryde 


Child, 8., Semon ne, Holloway, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Pet Dec 19. Murray. | Button, Alfred. ; Southampton st, Camberwell, Oilman. Jan 7 at 2 at office of 


Jan 10 at 1 


anf a Neale, Pellett ter, Dulwich, Builder. Pet Dec19. Murray. Jan 


15 at 11 

‘erraneau. 

Pet Dec17. Pepys. Jan 9 at 12 
r, 

Jan 9 at 12. 


ys. Jan 9 at 12 
To Surrender in the Coun’ 


try. 
Caro, L., Manchester, Glass Merchant. Pet Dec 17. Lister. Manchester, Jan 


7 at 12.30 


. Charles George Ernest, Bucklersbury, Promoter of Public3Companies. | Chappell, Pe Hirst, Mexborough, York, Confectioner 
alker, Wigmore st, Cavendish sq, Dyer. Pet Dec18. Murray. | Clark, John Duff, Portsea. 
Yorks Stephen, Gloster mews, Portman sq, Horse Dealer. Pet Dec 17. 


Armstrong, Chancery lane 


os John, Star ct, Bread st, Agent. Jan 8 at 3 at office of Oldacres and Qo, 
reshai 


. Jan 2at3 at Coach 
and Horses Hotel, Barnsle ah Nicholson and Co a 
nts, Draper. Jan 2 at 1 at 145, Cheapside. White- 


, Portsea 
Clarkson, John, b tent ete Stafford, Brick Maker. Jan 3 at 12at1, New- 
hall st, | meal pm Thomas, Birmingham 
Clayton, James, verpool, Estate home Jan 4 at 3 at cifice of Curtis and Co, 
Lord st, Liverpool. Paynter, Birkenhead 


C coats, Thomas, Wi by, Lincoln, Grocer. Jan7 at 2.30 at office of Toynbee 
Astrup, Liverpool, Accountant. Pet Dec17. Bellringer. Liverpool, Jan pee rs rime or, a ti aetcleos ° ” 


©, Bank st, 


2at 12 ke, m dley, Worcester, Li d Victualler. Dec 31 at3 
Op bo, ey . a Cornwall, Baker. Pet Dec15. Edmonds. East Stone- ISS Bewdley Moai. st, Kiid ee e % oe 
ouse, Jan 16 at 12 lest 1 2 , Butchers. Jani 
Davis, George rge Francis, Leadenhall st, Clerk. PetDec 18. Pitt-Taylor. Green- Copeiers ey Aeoree ee aston at Pr cate <p See + ateaee arpa “ee 
an it ati Line = 4 12 at offi f P 
Freeman, William, Bangor, Carnarvon, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 17. Jones, and ed (ne (am - "Auotioneer. an peer adeer omic aes. 


Bangor, Jan 4 at 2 


Cressell, William, Hol , Pimli Estate Agent. > hog t 3 at Inns 
Mackenzie, Claude ae ety Hatchford, Cobham, Surrey. Pet Dec 19. Row- oo ite, On hn . 7 Fe 


land. Croydon, Jan 8 at 


3.30 
Millard, — Windover, Dorking, Draper. Pet Nov. 30. Rowland. Croydon. 


Jan 8 at 1 


Court Hotel, h Holborn. White, Queen st, Cheapsid 
Cundall, Richard, Blackburn, Lancaster, Butcher. Jan 4 at it at office of Con- 
stantine, Exchange st, Blackburn 


= — , Liverpool, Grocer. Pet Dec18. Bellringer. Liverpool, Jan Dalton, William, Allengrove, nr Wetheral, Cumberland, Joiner. Jan at8 at 


Since William noe Sheffield, Musical Instrument Dealer. Pet Dec 18. Wake. 
Shefiicld, Jan 11 at 


office of Errington, Lowther st, Carlisle 
Davey, Mfg pod arry, Heaton, N orris, Lancaster,Grocer. Jan 8 at 8 at office of 
ond, Kennedy st, Manchester 


nr ne P., Upper Teldington, Builder. Pet Deci4. Bell. Kingston, Jan 10 at Death, Michael, Edgware rd, sodging house Keeper. Dec 29 at 4 at 188, 
4 


Toe peviie senate, Lee, Kent, Solicitor. Pet Dec14. Pitt-Taylor. Green- 
ich, Jan 8 at 1 
Wadsworth, Alfred Harper, Bolton, Salesman. Pet Dec19. Holden. Bolton, 
an 8 at 11 
. Irving Hirst, Northowram, Halifax, Licensed Victualler. Pet Dec 
17. Rankin. Halifax, Jan 3 at 11 


TUESDAY, Dec. 25, 1 
Under the Shrenter Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
William, Clarges st, Mayfair. Pet Dec 20, Pepys. Jan 10 at 12 
Orris, Walter Felix, Oren hard st, Westminster, Commission Agent. Pet Dec 22. 
an 9a 
Sim, James, Bishopsgate 2 Commission Agent. Pet Dec20. Pepys. Jan9at1 


ae k, NX be mabe = Ts Se Bali Pet D Dageget 
c) ew e upon Tyne, er. Pet Dec 21,: gett. 
| Newonstle Jax 8 ati 

Bredin, Ri , Liverpool, Corn Merchant. Pet Dec 22. Bellringer. Liver- 


ae Harry Dalton, pF Dale, nr Huddersfield, Tailers. App 
Dec 90. Jones. Huddersfield, Jan 7 at 
= Walter T rere and William ang Morton, Coventry, Bicycle Manufac- 
Dec 21. Kirby. Coventry, Jan 14 at 2 
Socee dete Sheffield, Grocer, Pet Dec20. Wake. Sheffield, Jan 14 at 11 
ae Edward Cadogan, Walton Leigh, nr Kingsbridge, Devon, Gal- 
Iron Manufacturer. Pet Dec 22. Gidley. East Stonchouse, Jan 15 at 


Nicholson, Charlotte Hannah, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, Grocer. App Dec 
21. Jones. Huddersfield, Jan 8 at 11 
Perci , Daresbury, cpeeiee, Commercial Traveller. Pet Dec 20, Nichol- 


son. arrington, at 1 
a berby, Jan ie at itiaateton by oo greave, Derby, Farmer. Pet Dec 21. Weller. 
Ly Be an 15 at 
George William, Cambridge, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Pet Dec 21. Eaden. 


, Jan 14 at 12 


Wilson, E win, Dewsbury, Rag and Waste Dealer. Pet Dec 22, Tennant, 
Dewsbury, Jan 11 at 12 


BANKRUPTOIES ANNULLED. 
Frmay, Dec. 21, 1883. 
Rhind, Emma, Hastings, Boarding House Keeper. Dec 19 
Wheatley, George, Walton on pment Butcher. Dec 7 
Allen, ter park, Go ee, me. 
orcester a urrey, Farmer. 
Seas Nae Van, Cabl e st, , Surrey, Fan Cigar Matutnetecer. Dec 20 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF rn 


FrRipay,. Dec, 2 
Adges, Edward John, Newport st, Lambeth, "Wheelwright. Dec 31 at 3 at office 
d, Wormwood st 
Western terr, Baprpermmnish, Contractor. Jan 8 at 2 at office of 
Seeley and Son, South sq, Gray’s inn 
Samuel, and James Adams, West Haddon, Northampton, Builders. 
_, 31 at 1 at County Court bldgs, Sheep st, Northampton. Leake, Long 


R-% oses, (oo remy rd, Tottenham, Bootmaker. Dec 28 at 12 at office of Ogle 
and , Reigate 


Cannon st. 
Aman, Godfrey Joachi him, Finsbury pavement, Financial Agent. Dec 31 at 2 at 
“aie ot of Rudall and Oo, Fins pavement. Durant, Guildhall chmbrs, 


ohn Scargill, Leeds, Agent. Jan 2at1i at office of Jenkinson, Albion 
iy Sydenham rd, Baker, J: y iY at 38 at Bridge House Hotel, 


ler and oe », Borough High 
, Betchworth, 8 





uilder. Son 2 at 11 at office of Sadler, 
in Furness, out of business. Dec 51 at 8 at Trevelyan 

Dalkeith st, Barrow in in Furness, Pinokney 

os, Bromar rd, Camberwell, Jan 16 at 19 at office of 


pl, Harrow rd, Traveller, Jan 6 at 2 at office of Curtia, 








Holborn. Yorke, Marylebone rd 
Dews, J om, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Plate Lock Manufacturer. Jan 4 at 3 at 
office of Willcock. North st, Wolverhampton 
Douglas, Thomas Brown, and Albert Rudolph Douglas, Sunderland, Iron- 
founders. Jan 4 at 11 at office of Edgar, Bridge st, Sunderland 
Dozer. Herbert James, Portslade, Sussex, ‘Watchmaker. Jan7 at 11 at office 
ye, Duke st, Brighton 


Bawards, Thomas Sharland, Malmsbury rd, Bow, out of business. Jan4at2 pt 


Edwards, W. ans stom Nes Treen, Birmingham, Butch Jan 1 at 8 at offi 

Ww: m New To utcher. Jan 1 at 8 at office 

of Goniton, Oman Cannon st, Birmin; tom 

Featherstone, Albert, Bruton, Somerset, Hotel Keeper. Jan 7 at 2.30 at office of 
Ames, Cork st, From 

Fiemer. William, ,Biladen, ¥. big Nar te and Lime Merchant. Jan 8 at 3 at office 


Ford, John James, Bridgwater, } pension Market Gardener. Dec8t1at 11 at office 
Fowl on eo t » Beidewnter Cross, Cowk Deo 29 at 
owler, James ew owkeeper. at 12 
at office of Dubois, Ola Serjeants’ inn, Cnancery lan Moss, Great Tower st 
Frost, cea. Northwold, Norfolk, Farmer. Jan 4 ati at ‘office of Maher, High st, 


Gammon, , ll and William George Conybear, Swansea, Glamorgan, Boot and 


a ers. Dec 29 at 11 at offices o: White, Newinn. Evans and Davies, 
wi 


Geary, Thomas, Gt Missenden, Bucks, Pheasant Breeder. Jan7 at 3 at George 
Hotel, Chesham. Rawson and Awdry, Gt Marlow 

Gibbons, William, Batcombe, Somerset, a ty Jan 7 at 12 at offices of Dyne 
and Muller, Bruton 

Gibson, Jane Elizabeth, and Sarah Dorcas Gibson, Hanley, Stafford, Milliners. 
a 3 2 at 2 at offices of Doyle, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn. ' Paddock’ and Sons, 


Goldie, George Alfred Henry, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate st, Wine Merchant. 

Jan 5 at 11 at offices of Biggin, Chancery lane 

Goodfellow, Samuel Davenport, Llandovery, Carmarthen, Innkeeper. Jan 7 at 12 
at offices of Fhillips Liandovery 

Green, Geo: well, Wellingborou any Finsbury 4 Contractor. Dec 31 at1 
at Angel rin Natesborongt. 

Griffiths, William Henry. reninor, Is Isle 0} of Wiehe” Tobace onist. Jan 7 at 2 at 

ewp 


g, William John, Aifreton, Da Day, y 2 --% Jon 7 at 11 at Estate Sales 


Birmingham. Eaden, Birming! 

Hackett, William, and as Squires, cester, Boot and Shoe Factors. Jan 2 
at 3 - offices of Wright and Co Belvoir st, 

Hatto: ~ Rag ~ ered Suffolk, Farmer. Jan 14 at 11 at Fox Hotel, Stow- 
marke’ 

Hemsley, William, Aapihem. Kent, Mechanical Engineer. Dec 31 at 2 at office 
of Davis and Co, Coleman st 

Hepple, John, Dalton in Furness, fonkeepee, Dec 31 at 11 at Imperial Hotel, 
Cornwallis st, Barrow in Furness. Pinckney, Barrow in Furness 

Hill, Benjamin, South Stockton, York, Tailor, Dec 29 at 10 at office of Chilton, 
Dovecot st, Stockton on Tees 

ieee. J oe pee, Oxford, Auctioneer. Jan 9 at 12 at 49, Corn Market st, 

ey. 
Hughes, Howry, Lewisham, Builder. Dec 31 at 2 at office of Hughes and Co, 


Hunphryes, Arth an, Hothood s ad Hiewere rd, of no occupation. Jan 1 at 12 at 
office Norman, Mi keg 

Hunt, Charles, th grove, Gh uilder. Jan 9 at 8 at Guildhall Tavern. 
Reem yo =a ions, 


Jones, Cane Edward, Penge, Grocer. Jan 4 at 8 at office of Amstrong and 

Lamb, Old J 

ime g, Frank, King’s Heath, ‘Worcester Beer Retailer. Jan 4 at 12 at office of 

Kay joke Ghaties ‘Woolrich, ahd Youn # Kelly, Queen Yictoria 
elly, Jo arles Woolrich, an f?) enry Ke meen cto! st, 
Merchants. Mar 21 at 2 at office of Dix- d Uo Queen Victoria st. 
Tilleard and Co, Old Jewry j 

—_- +t. Edward, Bromley, Kent, out of business, Dec 98 at 2 at Chard’s Hotel, 

bchurch on st. © Laurence Pountney lane, Cannon st 

Latinas J oseph, Monkseaton, Northumberland, Trainer - Greyhounds. Jan 4 

at 2 at ire n, Pilgrim st, Newcastle upon 


st, 
Lilley. Wil a, Hows cm the Hill, Lincoln, Farmer, Jon 9 at 12 at office of 
» Dulwich Ironmonger. Deo 81 at 2 at 
uiture Dealer, Deo 51 at 12 at office 
General Draper. Deo 51 at 















. Hanle : 
Surbiton hill, Builder. Jan 10 at 8 at office of Button and Qo, 









583. 


—= 
4 at 11.99 
» Cheap. 
and Co, 
Northey 
son, Ex. 
rkell, St 
Office of 
and Co, 
t Coach 
White. 
|» New- 
and Co, 
‘oynbee 
at 3 at 
Jan 1 at 
Peake 
inns 0 
f Con- 
at 3 at 
flice of 
it 133, 
at 3 at 
Iron- 
| Office 
62 ot 
| Office 
ice of 
office 
office 
pat 12 
oh st, 


t and 
avies, 


s0rge 
Dyne 


ners, 
Jons, 


ant. 
at 12 
ati 
2 at 
ales 
an 2 
Ow- 
ffice 
tel, 
on, 
st, 
Co, 
tat 
rn. 


nd 


st, 
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Maloney, Thomas, Swansea, Glamorgan, Licensed Victualler. Jan 5 at 12 at office 
of Woodward, rd, Wind st pSpapess 
Manton, bbs St Pauls rd, Pig Dealer. Jan 8 at 11 at office of Mitchell and 
% Bedio 
hant fara 1, Old Malton, York, Publican. Jan 2 at 11 at office of Bartiiff, 
Mark 


Malton 
‘eek, George Edward, Rectory grove, P Parson’s , Stationer. Jan 5 at 11 at 
ag OO of Caister and Shearman, New in n, Stran: 
Meredith, John William, Aston-juxta-B = Builder, Jan 2 at 8 at office 
of Cn Colmore row, B: ham. Co irmingham 
aries, — - Hoxton, Paper Dealer” Jan 1 at 3 at office of Cooper 


and Co. Ce nopln’ sinn 
Mutton, Henry, enry, Ipplepen, De Devon, Miller. Jan1 at12 at Union Hotel, Newton 
bot. € m A 
wetbocte, Creed, Leeds, me Jan 3 at 11 at office of Cousins, Bank chbrs, 
Ne ark row, Leeds 
O’Brien, John, Manchester, Pebsodenias. Jan 9 at 3 at office of Woodall and 
Mariott, Norfolk st, Manches' 
by, William, Austerfield, York, Farmer. Jan 8 at 1 at office of Parkin, 
measter. Bescob y, East Retford 
Pearson, Richard, Ripon, roe, Fellmonger. Dec 29 at 12 at Fleece Hotel, Thirsk, 
inlieu of the place or —_ ey named 
Phillips, — fone ‘ord, Wilts, Farmer. Jan2 at 11 at Queen’s Hotel, New- 


John es, Licensed Victualler. Dec 81 at 12 at office of Jones and 


Polhill, 
Co, Bank nk blage, Ha 
P William tT. onmouth, Grocer. Jan 2 at 12.30 at Grand Hotel, Broad 
th Bristol. Williams, Monmouth 
Price, bes ag nieoeet Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler. Jan 2 at 3 at office of Morris, 
Swan hill, wsbury 
Price, Strother Samuel, Hornsey rd, Holloway, Glass Merchant. Jan 15 at 2 at 
ce of Wedlake and Co, = eants’ inn, Fleet st 
Plghe, Hi H ag oe Ider. Jan 10 ot 8 at Ye Old Bell, Knightrider st 
Co, Doctors’ Commons 
Randall, William, Chickerell, Dorset Fisherman. Jan 7 at 11 at office of Street, 
ont r Bond a, *"Melcombe Regis 
, James, Wootton Bassett. Wi Wilts, Plamber. Dec 8 at 11 at office of Boodle, 
Respion bidgs, plow Be te ga 
Roberts, oe daff yard, nr Cardiff, Grocer. Dec 29 at 12 at office of 
Rab he ow it, Financial som. area iiaascaat t 49, Fins- 
us ree, ury pavemen’ a’ 
bury ‘pavement. Durant, Guildhall chbrs, Basinghall 
Sharpe, Charles, Brighton, Bootmaker. sh ons ot &: Uli dy Seabed 
vous and Co, Borough : High st, Southwark 
wold ° my Fete Dean, Gloucester, of no occupation. Dec 31 at 12 at office of 
ldring, 
im, Cha Charies, ‘Ashton in a Makerfield, Lancaster, Plumber. Jan 4 at 11 at office 
of Parkerson, 
Smith, Rigby Day Davies, Bisho apaate st V st Without, Bootmaker. Jan 3 at2 at 3, West 
Smith, William, B Ghepman, Brush | EY Jan 5 at 10.30 at office of Cross. 
Parkinson’ s chbrs, Market st, Bradford 
Sowerby, John George, Whi Whitby, York, Managing Director of fm Glass 
Works. Dec 31 at 11 at office of ms and Warlow, Northern bidgs, 
Collingwood st, Newcastle on 
sand illiam, Bow rd, Boot amtfacturerer. Jan 2 at 2 at office of Cannon 
d Terry, Wool Exchan. , Coleman 
sted), Frank Md as Bingte eld st, Caledonian nod Chemist. Dec 31 at 3 at Inns 
enamels, William, South Cuality ot, Lccaned Victualler. Dec 31 at 3 at office of 
Smith, Camden st, North Shields 
Stiles ales, Bradford, ¢ Ollerton, Notts, Surgeon. Jan 1 at 1 at office of Bescoby, Grove 
Strickland, Siaeel Paulinus, Paignton, Devon, Gent. Jan 3 at 12 at Gerston 
Hotel, Paignton. Kitson and Co, Torquay 
Stubbs, Joseph, Shildon, Durham, Grocer. Jan 2 at 11.30 at office of Edgar, 
Silver st, Bishop A Auckland 
Tannet, John Silvanus, Ranceey lem ime, Parliamentary Agent. Dec 29 at 11 at Inns 
of ous Hotel. Leaver and li, Lincoln’s i inn fields 
Taylor, William Sutherland, Glasshouse st, —— st, “Btamutactarers Agent. 
29 at.11 at Inns of Court Hotel. Godire ah os, Goer’ sinn 
Thomas, William, Newcastle under Lyne, der. 81 at 11 at office of 
Welsh, Caroline st, Longton 
Thorny croft, Charles Edward, Rushton Spencer, Stafford, Farmer. Jan 4 at 3 at 
office of May, Churchside, Macclesfield 
Turner, Francis, Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. Jan 2 at 12. at 39, Broad st, 
Bristol. Raliebary ristol 
wae Tomes, Reading, Berks, Draper. Jan 4 at 12 at Athenceum, Friar st, 
ee 
Walton, Josiah, Ashton juxta Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Jan 3 at 11 at 
Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Sholeepenre, eeheny 
Ward, William, John Simpson Merryweather, and William Ashford, West 
Bromwich, Manufacturing Chemists. Jan 2 at 11 at Grand Hotel, Colmore row, 
Birmingham. Ryland and Co, Birming! ham 
Wenborn, George Noel, Erith, Kent, on of business. Jan 9 at 8 at office of 
Marchant and Co, George yard, bard st 
Wendt, Adolph Herman Theodore, Tufnell Park, Holloway, _Megchents Clerk. 


ni 7 8 at office of Woodley, Guildhall chbrs, basing! Raphael, Moor- 
8 
og veers Henry, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Dec 31 at 11 at 184, High 
Wie ene nd Simpson Gadd, borough, Leicester, 
cocks, ree, an¢ timus pson — 
Brewers. Jan7 at 12 at office of Bartlett, Mill st, Loughboroug! borough.” Toone and 
Bartlett, joughbocousn 
Williams, Francis Albert, Crown ct, Pall Mall, Grocer. Dec 31 at 11 at office of 


Sg Southampton st, Blooms 
n, Frank, Manchester, Hay and Seed Dealer. Jan 2 at 12 at office of Clem- 
— Market’ st, Manchester 
Windett, James William, Hamilton rd, Grove rd, Bethnal Green, Paper Collar 
Jan 8 at 8 at office of Phel and Co, 
ingard Charles, Gt Portland st, Tailor. Jan 3at3 at “ffioe of Cooke, Gray’s 


Wood, 4 John, zuame, Somerset, Confectioner. Jan 8 at 2.80 at office of Ames, 


Cork s 
» TUBSDAY. pe. * 1883, 
William, West st Bromwich, » Chemist. Jan 4 at 3 at office of 
“yan ie Hy. ee Roe Sou Millers. Jan7 
. 8 an 
at 12 at White Swan Hotel, Ron kta. Mt Sore ent anbay, Wimborne 


Bintan, Xana, Jan 8 at 12 at office of Allen and Edge, 
oo 8B liam, Hatcham Park rd, New Cross, B s Agent. Jan 14 
dge otel, ee London dge. Fowler and 





ouse 
Bs bury, Chester, Innkeeper, Jan 9 at 8'at office of May, 
ley, Victualler, Jan 16 at 11 at Bell Inn, 


baie: W: 





one Wik 
2s, Willis 


of Griffith 





son, 7, 








circus 
Bvens, Jeune, 






a LS rr Jan 5 at 11 at office 


Bic) at office of Pratt and Ni wey Shambers otaphe Moangate st 
Brookshank, ‘Thomas Joseph, Jan 7 at 11 at of 


waar waniinl teitee, Jan 7 at 3 at office of Stirk 


and Brewer, Lichfield st, W 

Carman, Thomas Blyth, and_Charles by po York ak rd 

Hay and Straw Salesman. se eT ea ti oe oles eS ee 
fons Crewe, Bootmaker. Bi cad pet 


peatay; Saceee, Daley Jan 7 at 3.30 at Duke of York 


8k a ota Alderete Jan 11 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. 
Fy" Waketield, Hay Dealer, Jan 8.at 8 at Royal Hotel, 
Carly Li Sect rect Victualler. Jan 8 at1%at office of Morgan and 
1 OT sicaun, Ginsateanndt: Jan 2 at 12 at office of Angell, 


Hanover pl, Regent's pk. = Wine Merchant. Jan 10 at 3 at office 


>. Coleman st. Hobrow, Coleman 
nd To, Colemnes: &*.  yilliomn Loines, Asytam rd, Peckham, Builders. 


and Arthur Ernest Daniell, Auctioneers. 


, John illiam, and 
Jan 7 at 2 at office of Barlow and Co, W: 
chard, Stroud, Glouceste” 


aterloo st, Birming 
, Gent. Gan? at at Corn Hail Hotel, Market 





‘mith, & 


Lg nes Lose Meets. Jan 15 at 3 at George 
Di otel Geo may to Co, Nottingham 
Dearlove, W: = endian, Furniture ete. Jan 9 at 2at Wheatsheaf Hotel, 


r 
og? ng, ARR Ria Jan 4 at 12 at office of Marshall, Bank 
ey Ma cot 
Ys 


syson, Hamilton 85 Birk , Chester, Bootmaker. Jan 10 at 8 at 


hill, Manufacturer. Jap i af 32 (in lieu 
anoacter rd, Nott ldberg and Langdon, West st, Finsbury 


Lianfihangel y Croyddin, Cardigan, Farmer. Jan 4 at 11 at office 
and Co, Co, Great Dark Gate st, Aberyatwith 


Faw ohn, King’s Norton, Worcester, Jan 11 at 12 at office 
of Hun and'Co, Nicholas» Manchester. Wen and ted, Birmingham 


8 jouse Keapen, Jan 9 at 2 at the 
cikeetene Moat. inter Folkestone 





ote! 
¥robisher Joseph, Francis, Wakefield, Y Tobacconist. Jan 7 at 3 at the 
rian Edmond, Lime st, Merchant. Jan 17 at 12 at offices of Crump, Philpot 


ber, Thomas, and Walter A‘ Manchester, Dealers, Jan 21 
= mer mt Lawson and Mount st, 
Gatagnee, Zona chester, Wine and Merchant. Jan 8 at 3 at offices of 
| Warburton. Norfolk st, 

Coneeee, Sm. 7 ak yy Bookseller. Jan 11 at 1 at office of Atkinson, Post 
0 

gale '# nry, Forest Gate, Essex, Coal Merchant. Jan 8 at 12 at office ot 

Goebel, es, Whitchurch, Hants, Dairyman. Jan 21 at 3 at office of Marshall, 
Chantuey tana 


wall, Charles, North Shields, Northumberland, Teacher of Music. Jan 4 at 
Hat office of Adamson, Howard st, North Shields Po eee 


Burnley, Lancaster, Grocer, Jan 8 at 11 at office of 


Gri David, Sydenham i Sree Decorator. Jan 18 at 8 at office 
0 ch Borough High Bi! South 

Hackett, Thomas, jun, Smethwick, W Stafford, Labourer, Jan 8 at 11 at office of 
Jackson, High st st, West Bromwich 

Hall, Th * 7 bswool Spinner. Jan 8 at 12 at offices of Fowler and 

Hall’ Willian, Leicester, Ms to a Lambswool Spinner. Jan 8 at 3 at offices 

anager toa an 8 a oO! 

of Fowler an and Co Leicester 


Grey Friars cham! Friar 
bint, Richmond rd, ‘Dalston, Baker Jan 15 at 3 at offices of Wolfer- 


ne and roo pm 
y, John Thomas, Shipley ote re Farmer, Jan 17 at 3 at Rutland Arms 
me P: fea, Iikeston. Sockeree ne, Nottingham 
r, James, Newcastle juilder, Jan 11 at 2 at offices of Joel and Co, 
Nowgene st, Newcastle on pa 
Harris, Henry, Lawrence lane, Surveyor. Jan 8 at 3at offices of De Caux, Staple 


Harris, Solomon Myer, Newcastle on Dealer in Works of Art. Jan7at2 
at offices of Joel and Co, Hewants s st, Newcastle on 

Hawley, Thomas, Birmingham, Licensed Victualler. Jan 8 at 12 at offices of 
Burman ‘and Rig by, Temple row, Birmingham 

Hewison, George Henry, York, Nurseryman. Jan 11 at1 at offices of Wilkinson, 

St Helen’s square, Yor! 


Cabinet Maker. Jan 9 at 3 at offices of Dix 
arlow, Collingwood i st, 


ewcastle on 
Hobbs, Wilieane Berl. Upholsterer. Jan 7 at 2 at offices of Sibly and Dickin- 


New Thornton Heath, Surrey, Grocer. Jan 7 at 3 at 


offices of Woodard Hood, Billiter 
mit Shiloni, Rochdale, Coal Merchant. Jan9 at 3 at offices of Wiles, Acker 


eg eer or Lianelly, Carmarthen, Grocer. Jan 11 at 8 at offices 


oF Ren 
Huches Vicents Wav iy, Wavertree, ‘nr Liverpool, Builder. Jan 7 at 2 at offices of 


Saat st, Liverpool Jan 7 at 2.90 at the Mitre Hotel, Man- 


Fish Dealer. Jan9 at 11 at offices of Ibbotson, Chango 
panee, Salford, Furniture Dealer. Jan,ié at 8 at offices of 
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a York, Atiotionser, Deo 0 ab 18 at offlees of Rhodes, 
at, Drugetat, Jan 10 at 6 at offieea of 
ae he Bul Aer. ign han at 8 at Tana of Court 
te ner fn 
am, Janea Hea tevenson, Hiden chambers, 
ectiona®, Jan Oat 18 at office of Collina, Broad at, 
i} 
Grocer, Jan idat 0.80 at offiee of Seratcherd and 
r tein, Veterinary Surgeon, Jan 10 at 11 at 
' lah = Henn , od . H r 
i 6A amine: 
y overine nya, Keng ot at, } eles a Twer 
Fe coma Commission Agent, Jan f at 10,80 at office 
sand, Ba Bacup, Todas Joiners, Jan & at 0,80 at the 
po ‘odmorden 
Btattond ey, Jan 5 at 11 at office of Welch, 
a James Hubert © van Mayers, Southgate rd, 
an Jat dat preice of id Agar, Gresham st 
aterhouses, Durham, G Lt’ an 8 ab 18 at offices of 


M foham, Burrey, Leather Dresser, Jan 14 at at 2'office of Baw- 
don Bridge. Tricoall and OCockell, Tooley st, Roush wang 
‘armer, Co, 


am 
eater, 
ongton, & 
7” 





ympne, Kent Jan 8 at 2 at offices of Hallett an 


, Widnes, Lancaster, Chemical Manufacturer. Jan 15 at 8 at the 
Market ‘pl, Manchester, Tremewen, Manchester 
oore, p ecesen, Norfolk, Licensed Victualler, Jan 7 at 11 at office of 
Me Winter, Swaffham 
Li 4 Ww, Eiturpoal, Tailor, Jan 10 at 8 at offices of Madden, Lord st, 


Vi 
Ni , Joseph Heckmondwike, Fork, Lodging House Keeper. Jan 8 at 11 at 
Scarbro’ potel, Dewsbu: Beofiona 
tingale m J est oh. , Merchant. Jan 8 at 11 at 
ad if Travis, C Ch: , Tipton 
Refreshment House Keeper. Jan 4 at 8 at offices of 


Over, or, Thomas, Birmingham, 
Jaques, Temple row, B 


Passevant, m Edward, and Gustave William Possovent, Leeds, Mer+ 
chants. Jan 8 at 3 vat = of sent and Hiawenm, | Park pes 09, bse eeds 
d Perman, Gillingha: me, 00 orset, School Pro- 


Jan 9 at 12 at Goss of Ai and Freame, G 
a, rene Lynn, Hairdresser, Jan 3 at 11 at offices of Maher, 
ry gniy Joncnh Manchesbei, a eae Dec 31 at 3 at offices of Edmondson, 
John Manch soy 
Potts, Arthas Ernest Hop rough, s Hap Merchant, Jan 2 at 2at 
ices of Hic and Co. Teint Feta 
rdasher, Jan 14 at 3 at offices of Sutton 
e, Builder. Jan 9 at 3 at offices 


a Jan 9 at 3 at offices of 


ohn, 


eoln, out of 
se 1d Bon, on, Spilsby 
Portsea, Carver. Jan9 ati at 145, Cheapside. White- 
Edmund, Wincheomb, Gloucester, eer, Jan 4at 10,30 at office of 
and Co, Newhall st, meee, Beate 
k, Durham, Ship Chandler. Jan 4 at 3 at office 
rrington st, South Shields 
LF i Brewer's Traveller. Jan8 at 3.30 at office of 
elc 
nkey, Richard, Baw 9. Watt l, Carter. Jan 8 at 3 at office of Cowl, South John st, 


heib, heib, Jacob, Essex, Baker. Jan 8 at 11 at the Swan Hotel, 
Comming Soret 
ack, Goorge Little hy ad y iain Commission Merchant. Jan9 at 3 at office of 
€0 and Go, King’ ard, Coleman st. Hatton and Westcott, Strand 
ts, Builder. Jan7 at3 at office of Aldridge, 
estover villas, ia Homroemovs th 


Joseph, and Charies William Wier, Beer lane, Gt Tower st, Tea Dealers. 
Jan 10 at 2 at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Curtis, Old Jewry chmbrs 
John Sem. and John Sharp, Boston, Lincoln, Tailors. Jan 7 at 1 at 
ose. Rice and Co, Bosto 
York, 5 oiner. 





Shaw, Henry. 
son and ik, eet byte uddersfield 
a, Dessteed, Grocer. Jan 9 at 11.30 at office of 
reat der, Tring 


sicester, Sateen, 


eb 11 at 11 at office of John- 


Alexan 
wine an, Lat 
lane, Leiceste 


Hig, Goodare, Notiingham Builder. Jan 11 at 8 at office of Buckby, Gresham 
ill, Nottingham 


Aston, near Birmingham, Bell Founder. Jan 38 at 11 at office of 
3 hill, “Birmingham | 


Jan 7 at 3 at office of Gee, New st, 


—_ szobn, Coleshill mews, Coleshill st, Pimlico, Cab Proprietor, Jan 
at _ Hotel, Borough High st, London Bridge. Fowler and 


, Manchester, Boot and Shoe Dealer. Jan 8 at 8 at offices of 
and Walmasicy, Hanging ditch, Manchester. Thomson, Manchester 





nichamrbar Ty aa passin“ owe 


dgs, Wood at, Lace Warehow 
wigwess, 


, Corn Dealer, Jan ¥ at 6 ab a 
eWeastle ipy 
one iW tone, Grocer, Jan 1 at 11 at offices of Btedians | ‘ 
eh 


a, Leeda, Dyer, Jan 4 ab 0 at offices of Walker and Twe 
= at 
wt 


: “' 8 i pend Hannan Sn Hen 4 ab ‘ w offiees af L ba 


Prk, tii at ates: of Randell, 3 
mera » Jan 16 at 8 at 14 Cook 
eae Selden, Warw , JaniO at 18 at offices of Be 
“ah fa 88, "Wile a si Painter, Jan fat @ at Post office chbva, f 
. Lar , & 
a San 10 os Wa Moca of as ob, Sega goth ste Rac cae . 


were ¢, Cheap te » yeRaee wage % Grocer, Jan Bat 8 ab Chamber of Oc 


ay, William Dw ¥en 0 inp Builder, jn 10 at 8 at Law Institutic 
Wohlton’s and orthampto: rn 
Ms ber, J oh, 2 
e never, 


th, Cornwall. Draper, queer at tat Inns of Court Ho 
Aidinen Ba ally a Green, Builder, J i 
er, Jan 8 at 8 at office & 
wie and Wootton, ont at hill _ ’ 
William, 
Frederick st, st, Lianelly 


lly, Carmarthen, Grocer, Jan 11 at 11 at office of Rande 
Wilson, Jose 
Jouepty 


oth well, York, Farmer, Jan 7 at 1 at office of Rooke 

Midg orse st, Boar me, Leeds 

Winde ott. "Seeman We William, Hamilton Grove rd, Bethnal Green, Paper Collar 
Manufacturer. Jan 3 at 3 at office of at Patines and Co, Gresham s 
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SCHWEITZER'S COCOATINA, 


Arti- Coooa or Chocolate Powde 
Guaranteed luble Cocoa of the Finest ‘Quality, 
with the excess of fat extracted, 
ince it “ the most nutritious, per. 
for Bronkf Luncheon, or 
nae or Invalids and Children,”’ 
the entire Medion! Proaa 
or other admixture, it suite 


akcteare 8 for jours te all olimates, and is four 
f COCORS THICKENED you WEAKENED 


gh &o,, Ghd IW ARALITY ORuArED auch 

phere with bolting Py MY ang 

Cossavmms + a th owt wh deligate, a digoatinie, 
vidher eboeolate fe —— 

Lagiory ting at ls, 64,, eae ba, te. bay Be 4o., by Chemiate and 


Reais Ness 9 rp | o 


206, and 


Designa, &e, 
B ind, from £7 108 





yon Hu 


ESTABLISHED 1826, 


/HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, | 


| MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNIGHERS, 
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ambera, Offices, 
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Carved Oak Furniture, Reproductions from Ancient 
Bedroom Furniture, including Bedstead 
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Hewrrsos, Tuexros, & Peant, 
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EDE AND 80N, 
ROBE MAKERS 


ST sPpHOTAL APPOINT MaN?, 
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